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| 
power would go if it went to the first; yet a power to | 
provide and-maintain a Navy is a power to provide ee: 
tacies fer it, and places to cover and preserve it. 
choosing the places where this money should be laid out, I 
should be much disposed, as fer as cortracts will permit, to 
confine it to such place or places as the ships-of-war may 
lie at, and be protected from ice, and I should be for stating 
this in a message to Congress, in order to prevent the effect 
of the present erample. The act las been built on the ex- 
ercise of the power of building light-houses, as a regalation 
ofcommerce. But ( well remember the opposition on this 
very ground to the first act fr building a light-house. The 
utility of the thing has sanctioned its infraction. But if on 
that infraction we build a second, on that second a third, 
&e., any one of the powers of the Constitution may be 
made to comprehend every power of Government.”’ 


Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, this power 
to improve the navigation of rivers and harbors 
has been so long exercised by the Government, 
first and last, by almost every Administration, ex- 
cept that of Mr. Polk, that I hardly now think it 
is an open question. But | have one objection to 
this bill, which to me is an insuperable objection. 
it is sectional, eminently sectional in its character | 
—too much so, I think, to command the votes of 
a majority of this House; certainly teo much so || 
to command mine, without considerable modifica- 
tion. Whoever takes up this bill and scans it, 
will see that it has three prominent objects. It is 
to appropriate to the great centers where the voting 
is done, and to leave out all the other sections, sub- 
stantially, without reference to the merits of the 
works they present to the consideration of the 
House and the legislation of Congress. 

Now, sir, there were many objections to the bill 
that passed the House at the last session of Con- 
gress. I voted for that bill, though I could not 
conceal from myself the fact that there were many 
objectionable features in it; but it had one merit, 
at least, over this. It was not entirely sectional; 
it was not confined to Big Sodus and Little Sodus, 
and the lakes, and to those places where the voting 
ts to be done which is to pass the bill, as is emi- 
nently the case with the one now before the 
Elouse. 

Sir, my own State has a sea-coast of over seven 
hundred miles, yet, upon that sea-coast, there is 
not a single appropriation in this bill. It is en- 
tively omitted. The bill of last Congress appro- 
priated $50,000 to her coast. There was an ap- 
propriation in the bill of the last session for the 
mmprovement of the Rio Grande, made upon sur- 
vey by an officer of the Topographical Engineers, 
and. estimate, and upon the recommendation of 
the Administration and of the War Department, 
that the navigation of that river was necessary or 
highly convenient for military transportation. 
The same recommendation was also made by the 
Secretary of War the present session; but that 
recommendation has not been regarded. I under- 
stand it was upow the pretense that the boand- 
ary line had not been run. L say pretense, because 
the line was being run. The party running it 
have now reached as far as Loredo, the largest 
portion of the line, and will be at the mouth of 
the Rio Grande before this bill can pass both 
Houses, and that river,.if there is a national char- 
acter in any river, is national in its character, be- 
cause it divides the two Republies. All that is 
required, as. I understand, to make it perfeetly 
navigable nearly half way to El..Paso from ite 
mouth, is $25,700, as estimated by the officer who 
surveyed it, and the saving to the Government 
each year, in the cost of transportation, would be | 
more than twice that amount, . But, sir, it cannot | 
be expected that in any bill which has the char- | 
acter which has been given to this—a State that 
has only four votes—should expect to have jus- 
tice done her, and much less liberality. 

Mr, ROBBINS, 1 wish to make an inquiry of | 
the gentleman—— | 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. MILLSON. With the consent of the | 
committee I will withdraw my amendment. 


| 
| 
| 
i} 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I object. 
The question was then taken, and 


ment was not eed to. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I move to amend by 
increasing the appropriation $5,000. i 
I did not intend to have made a speech upon . 
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| framed upon sectional grounds, and knowing that 


| has onl 


| one section of the countr 





e amend- | 


this bill at all, but to have contented myself with 
the labors I performed in committee. But on hear- 


| ing the remarks made by the gentleman from Tex- 


as, in which the charge was made that this bill was 


at least so far as one member of that committee was 
concerned, that no such motives operated in re- 
porting this bill, | now disclaim entirely any sec- 
tional feeling in the matter. I should have been 
much better gratified when the gentleman made 
these charges, if he had pointed out the manver in 


| which the bill was sectional, rather than to have 
| made the charges alene. 
| that his own State, with a sea-board of seven hun- 
dred miles, is passed over. 


He says, for instance, 


ed | Sir, there is an appro- 
priation in that bill of $20,000 for one river in the 
State. But he says that Texas has only four 
votes. Why, sir, my own State has eight votes— 
double the number of the gentleman’s State. We 
have a sea-coast of thirteen hundred miles in all, 
and between three and four hundred in a straight 
line; and yet, although we have double the num- 
ber of votes, we have an appropriation in this bill 
of only $15,060, while Texas has $20,000. 

Mr. HOWARD. You have got it ever since 
the organization of the Government. 

Mr. FULLER. 
which he speaks, and on account of which he 
cannot vote for the bill, L take it, as one member 


| of the committee, I should be exempted from the 
charge of entertaining any such feeling; for it is || 
to be supposed that | should have the interest of 


my own State as much at heart as the State which 


| the gentleman [Mr. Howarp] so honorably rep- 
| resents. 


The sectionahty of this bill, therefore, 
so far as the two extreme States upon the sea-board 
are concerned, is, that Texas having four votes 
has $20,000, while Maine, with her eight votes, 
$15,000. Maine is also the third State 
in the Union in point of commerce, the extent of 
which { had something to say in my former re- 
marks. Then, when the gentleman from Texas 
charges this as being a sectional bill, | hope he 


will, at léast, exempt one member of the commit- 


tee from that charge. 

Now, in relation to the merits of the bill itself, 
the committee have already had their attention 
called to it. I, for one, was willing to give my 


| assent to put the sea-board, the lakes, and the 


Mississippi river upon an equal footing, so that 
should have no advan- 
tage over the other. And I think this is as fair a 
bill in that particular as, perhaps, any gentleman 
in this House could sit down, with the given sum, 
and appropriate. 

For myself, Ldo not admit the constitutional 


| right of this Government to go into a system of 


internal improvement, unless in connection with 
our sea-board and harbors, There is a difficulty, 
in my mind, how it is possible to apply the rule 
that these improvements should be made by the 


| States themselves, for instance, to the Mississippi 


river. 

There are certain improvements to be made, 
snags to be taken out, and the river to be cleaned 
out. Now how can any one State bordering upon 
this river make these improvements? W hat States 
would do it? Would Mississippi? would Loui- 
siana? would Arkansas? would any of the ether 
States? The same remark applies to the lakes 
and to the Atlantic sea-board.. Then I say it is 
wrong to throw upon the commerce of the coun- 
try the burden of making these improvements. 
Perhaps there is no species of property which 
already bears a heavier burden. 

Here the hammer fell.} 

r. BISSELL. Iam oppesed to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman [Mr. Futteaj who 
has just taken his seat. Indeed, I do not know 
buat | shail be oopeeet to the whole bill. I will 
not say just now that [ shall vote against it, though 
my present inclination is to do so, unless it re- 
ceives very essential modifications. Of course I 
shall not attempt, in the few minutes allowed me, 


| to go into. a discussion of the details of the bill. 


I intend at present to notice bat a single objec- 
tionable feature—one of the many with which the 


If that is the sectionality of || 


| bill abounds—with a view of directing to it the 
especial attention of Western men. It is a con- 
liistheme thet to which [| am now referring— 
which ought, in my judgment, to go very far with 
all just men in determiningthe amount of favor 
which the bill ought to receive. I find here, for 
continuing the improvement of the navigation of the 
| Hudson river above and below Albany, $50,000, 
That river is navigable, I believe, for about sixty 
miles. : 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Will the gen- 

tleman permit me to correct him? The Hudson 
river is navigable for one hundred and fifty miles, 

} and the improvement projected upon that river is 
where the tide ebbs and flows. 

Mr. BISSELL. I meant to say one hundred 
| and sixty miles—not sixty. I knew the distance 
well, having frequently traveled fram New York 
to Albany. BatI do not know how far up the 
tide ebbs and flows; the gentleman can tell me. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Over one hundred and fifty 
miles, and up to a dam constructed across that 
river, at least four miles above any portion of the 
Improvement e 

Mr. BISSELL. Well, then, call the navigable 
distanee one hundred and fifty miles. And, for 
| that one hundred and fifty miles of the Hudson 
| river, $50,000 is appropriated by this bill. 

Now, pass to the nextitem in the hill: 


«“ For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis 
sippi river, below the rapids; the Ohio, including ihe re 
pairs of the dam at Cumberland island; the Missouri and 
the Arkansas rivers, $260,000.” 


Here is an extent of western river navigation 
searcely less than six thousand miles—forty times 
greater than the length of the Hudson—and for all 
this the bill proposes te appropriate $260,000; a 
sum only about five times as great as that appro- 
priated to one hundred and fifty miles en the little 
Hudson. This is the fact to which I cali the at- 
tention of western members on this floor, Upen 
what principle can this thing be maintained? Is 
| it equitable? Is it adjusted according to the difii- 
| culues and dangers of navigation, or the real, ac- 

tual necessities of commerce? The Hudson may 
need improvement—doubtless does—to facilitate 
| commerce. But what are its wants in that re- 
spect compared with those of the western rivers? 
On which of them do the disasters to life and ta 
commerce oceur? There runs, nearly the entire 
| navigable distance of the Eludson river, directly 
upon its margin, one of the finest railroads in the 
Union; and the time occupied in passing over itis 
| three hours. Besides this, the river itself, in its 
| present condition, is justly regarded as one of the 
finest navigable streams in the world. W hy,then, 
| appropriate a sum for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of that river, proportionally greater, by 
near forty-fold, than for western vers—rivers 
whose banks, unlike those of the Hudson, are not 
lined with railroads? 

I ask again, why appropriate $50,000 for the 
improvement of this little span of the Hudson, 
and a sum so insignificantly small, comparatively, 
|for this immense extent of western. waters? 
| Where are the dangers to river navigation’? Are 
they not in the Mississippi, the Missouri, the Ohie, 
and the Arkansas? Where are the snmes, and 
other obstructions, which se often send scores of 
human beings to their watery graves, and bury in 
the deep the rich cargoes of our intand commerce ? 
| Not on the Hudson—not on the Hudson; but on 
'| the Mississippi and its tributaries. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Funuar, and it was not agreed to. 
| Mr. CASKIE. I move to insert between the 

ninth and tenth lines the amendment which I send 

to the Clerk’s table. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


For the improvement of the James and Appomatiox rivers 
below Richmond and Petersburg, $50,000. 


Me. CASKIE. Inasmuch as ana riation 

to these two rivers, in connection with this bill, 

|| has been several times alluded to im incidental de- 
| bates which have sprung ap here, and as I have 
} net yet heard from any one an objection to the 
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fairness of the appropriation asked for that pur- | 
pose, according to the principles of the bill, 1 do 
not feel called upon to say anything in reference 
to the amendment | have offered, save only that 
my friend {Mr. Meape] and myself, who repre- | 
sent the two districts interested, are perfectly pre- 
pared to give any explanation which may be de- 
sired. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I wish the committee to un- 
derstand that this subject was in no way presented 
to the Committee on Commerce, and that they | 
had no petition, no memorial, no surveys, and 
no request, in reference to these rivers made to 
them. The subject was never brought to their | 
notice, except from the cireumstance of finding an 
appropriation for the improvement of the naviga- | 
tion of those rivers in the bill of last year, until 
the subject was presented to the House. 

And while I am up, I will mention a curious | 
fact. Inthe year 1844, there were appropriations | 
made for harbors and rivers; but they were made 
in separate bilis. A gifted son of Virginia, Mr. 
Tyler, was then in the presidential chair. He saw 
fit to sien the bill for the western rivers and lake 
harbors, but vetoed the bill for the harbors and 
rivers of the Atlantic coast; and he assigns as a 
special reason for vetoing that bill, that it included 
the very rivers which gentlemen now present to 
the committee. He made it a prominent feature 
of his objection to the bill, that it included appro- | 
priations to those rivers in Virginia. I presume, | 
sir, he must be supposed to have understood the 
interests of Virginia, and that, atleast, he had good 
reason for thus singling out those appropriations, 
as special objects of condemnation. 

Mr. MEADE. I will ask the gentleman 
whether that veto was not based en constitu- 
tional grounds alone? The necessity of the work 
Mr. Tyler did not controvert. He vetoed the bill 
upon the ground of the unconstitutionality of such 
an appropriation. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I have the message before | 
me, but [ have not timeto read it. The veto-was 
not placed upon unconstitutional grounds alone; 
but the objection was, that if the improvements 
suggested were made, it would favor one part of 
Virginia to the exclusion of another. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Will the gentleman | 
allow me to ask him a question? Before the gen- 
ileman appeals to this authority of Mr. Tyler, I | 
ask him whether he assented to the reasons given | 
by Mr. Tyler? whether Mr. Tyler was not acting | 
in Opposition to the opinions which the gentleman 
himself entertains? and whether it is fair to quote 
his opinions in opposition to the amendment now 
offered to this bill? And further, I ask the gen- 
tleman whether this very appropriation has not 
been recommended from time to time by the proper 
department, to which this question is properly 
referable? 

Mr. DUNCAN. Ido not concur at all with 
Mr. Tyler in opinion. TI stated his opinions that 
they might pass in the House for what they are 
worth. 

In regard to recommendations, I say again, that 
we had no recommendation this year upon that 
subject, and Iam not aware that in former years | 
there has been any recommendation from the ex- | 
ecutive department. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Casxre, 

Mr. MEADE demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. 

The House was then divided on the question, | 
and there were—ayes 50, noes 40; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope tellers may now | 
be appointed by unanimous consent. 

No ecbjection was made, and Messrs. Cuanp- | 
Ler, and Parker of Indiana, were appointed 
tellers. 

The question was again put upon the amend- 
ment, and it was rejected—the tellers (Messrs. | 
Cuanpier, and Parker of Indiana) having re- | 
ported—ayes 62, noes 63. 

Mr. COBB. I propose to add at the end of the | 
ninth line in the bill, the following: 

For the surveying and improving the Tennessee river, | 
$25,000 below, and $50,000 above the Muscle Shoals in 
said river. 

it is not my intention to censure either directly 
or indirectly the Committee on Commerce for hav- | 
ing omitted in this bill to provide for the improve- || 
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have offered is based upon the estimates of the 





ment of the Tennessee river, which is navigable | 
for more than three hundred miles below, and five | 
hundred miles above the Muscle Shoals. 1 have 
submitted the amendment by which that omission 
will be supplied. It will be observed that I do not 
propose the improvement of the Muscle Shoals, 
for to do that would require the expenditure of 
upwards of $3,000,000. The importance of the 
improvement of the Tennessee river has long since 
been acknowledged by the Government, for years 
ago they granted four hundred thousand acres of 
choice land in Alabama for the improvement of 
the Muscle Shoals. That is of itself a strong ar- 
gument in favor of the amendment. We cannot 
expect that, after the expenditure of four hundred | 
thousand acres of land, and accomplishing noth- 
ing, in the improvement of those shoals, to get | 
another appropriation for that object. Below | 
these shoals steamboats are running at all seasons 
of the year, and there are improvements which 
can be made there which will add much to the | 
navigation of the river. Everybody on the com- | 
mittee, acquainted with the stream, knows that it || 
rises in the State of Virginia, flows through Ten- |! 
nessee and Alabama, and empties into the Ohio | 
river, in Kentucky. Its importance is admitted 
by all. If it be proper to improve it, why not be- 
gin the work now, when numbers of steamboats 
are upon the river, running above and below the 
Muscle Shoals? 

Mr. Chairman, I had some constitutional scru- 
ples in relation to the improvement of certain riv- 
ers and harbors, until my return home about 
twelve months ago from the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States, | got on board the Chattanooga to 
descend that river to my home, a distance of 
about one hundred miles. Whilst the boat was | 
steaming down the river it was stove by a rock, | 
which could have been removed for $200, and the | 
lives of the passengers—my family and myself || 
included—were periled. That at once convinced 
me in regard to the constitutionality of the ques- || 
tion, and the importance of the improvement of 
that river was practically demonstrated to me. | 
{Laughter.} I am well satisfied that there are 
improvements which should be undertaken by the 
General Government, and which are strictly con- 
stitutional. Of that L have never doubted, although 
my favorite policy, from the first time I had the | 
honor of a seat here, has been to authorize the | 
States to levy tonnage duties, for the purpose of 
making improvements ot the character provided 
for by this bill and others. I believe that Con- 
gress has the power in certain instances to improve 
rivers and harbors. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I move the follow- 


ing, to come in as an addition to the amendment: 


For the improvement of the Tennessee and its naviga- || 


ble tributaries above the Muscle Shoals, $138,600, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

1 offer that amendment in good faith. It is 
based upon the estimates of the Department made 
out by the Topographical Engineers. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I raise the question, that it is 
not in order for the gentleman from Tennessee now 
upon the floor to submit an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama [Mr. Cops} to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is only an amend- 
ment in the second degree, and therefore in order. 

Mr. DUNCAN. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama has not been opposed. The 
rule declares that a speech of five minutes shall 


| be made in favor, and a speech of five minutes || 


against the amendment. 

Mr. COBB. Why the gentleman seems to sup- 
pose there is going to be opposition to my amend- 
ment? {Laughter.] 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the | 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. The amendment I! 


Department. I regret that I did not obtain the new 
estimates in time to have submitted them with the 
old estimates of Colonel Long, to the Committee 
on Commerce for their investigation, and for the 
insertion of the appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Tennessee river in the original bill. | 
There can be no good reason urged from any | 


| quarter of this Congress, why that river should 


not be improved as well as any other river pro- | 
vided for in that bill, and that, too, sir, upon Dem- 
ocratic national grounds. It isas much a national | 
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| through West 
|| tucky and empties into the Ohio, bearing off the 


duly 28, 


object as the Ohio. A majority of the commit- 
tee which reported this bill, belong, I believe, to 
the Democratic party. That they were sincere in 

utting in appropriations for the rivers they have, 
Thats no doubt, nor will they now say the Ten- 
nessee ought not to be improved. And although 
we oppose a general, wasteful, and profligate sys- 
tem of internal improvements by the General Gov- 
ernment, at the same time we have the sanction of 
every President, from the first Congress down, for 
a reasonable, judicious, and prudent ex penditure of 
the public money for theimprovement of highways 
which may be necessary to make navigation easy 
and safe. I propose this amendment, sir, because 
I believe that the water-course, to which the ap- 
propriation provided by it is to be applied, comes 
under that character of improvements, and is of 
national importance. 

The Tennessee river, I am aware, has not at- 
tracted the attention that the Delaware, Hudson, 
and other northern rivers have. It has not met with 
the early favor of the Government. Its obstructions 
are as nature made them, but there is no river more 
susceptible of being improved. The completion 
of the great railroad, however, from Chattanooga 











| uponitsbankstothe southern sea-board at Charles- 
| ton and Savannah, is fast developing its value and 
| the necessity of its improvement—giving us an 


outlet for our commerce, which has increased more 
than a hundred-fold in the past two years. The 
tonnage on the river is more than doubling itself 
every year. The increase of the great staple of 
the Southern States the last season, borne on its 
bosom, was over twenty thousand bales; an in- 


| crease of the article of Indian corn, over the former 


season, of five hundred thousand bushels, shipped 
to markets abroad. Indeed, sir, 1 might go on 


/and show from facts and figures that the import- 


ance of this beautiful river, as a great national 
highway, is of the character to merit and deserve 
improvement by the Government. It has been 
surveyed by the Government; it has been used by 


the Government for the transportation of its 
|| troops; it is now used for the transportation of the 


Government mail. Heading in Virginia and North 


| Carolina, it runs ina southwesterly direction 


through East Tennessee and Alabama, washes the 
shores of a portion of Georgia, is the line between 
Mississippi and Alabama, and then, after making 
an extraordinary curve in a northwesterly direction 

Pensiesee, it flows through Ken- 


surplus prodacts—limitless in quantity—of the rich 
and fertile Tennessee valley. 

The character of the obstructions to its naviga- 
tion are such as to be easily improved, consisting 
| principally of jutting rock and shoals, alternating 
with deep and unobstructed basins, varying in 
depth from twenty to forty feet, allowing the chan-' 


| nel through the shoals to be deepened without in- 
| jury to it above or below. Its banks, being prin- 


cipally of rock and a different soil from the Ohio, 
Mississippi, Missouri, or Arkansas, are not sub- 


| ject to injury from floods, and any improvement 


| would be permanent. Its obstructions have cost 
the Government a few dollars. I well recollect 
that a few years ago, when the Mexican war was 
raging, troops were raised in East Tennessee, (the 
nursery of soldiers,) and that the easiest con- 
veyance for them to the seat of war was down the 
Tennessee river, and I believe, also, that to the 
steamboats in the service of the Government, there 
_had to be paid a demurrage of $500 a day on ac- 
count of the delay, caused by the obstructions in 
that river at low water. 

I could still further assign as another reason. 
why it should be acknowledged by this Govern- 
ment as a national object. When a survey was 
made by Colonel Long, in conjunction with some 
assistants in Tennessee, the expenses of that sur- 
vey were refunded to the State of Tennessee by 


|| General Jackson, thereby acknowledging it as 


| worthy of the favor of the Government. If the 
| position is to be taken, whether our river is enti- 
| tled to improvement—whether it is equal to the 
| Ohio or other rivers—I tell gentlemen that, in 
| navigable extent itis the fourth highway in the 
| United States, and in volume of water the third. 
| Lhave been asked, by gentlemen around me, where 
| is Tennessee river? T tell them, that it is in the 
| very heart of the Confederacy; and while you are 
| improving your veins near the surface, that con- 
| vey the national blood in a healthful condition, 

let us improve the main arteries to the extent their 
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importance demands. I see no reason why west- 
ern rivers should not be improved, as well as the 
northern rivers or northern harbors — [t is strange 
and extraordinary logic that admits the right to 
erect light-houses, piers, and buoys, to point out 
rocks and breakers to vessels and denies the right 
to remove the rocks that cause the necessity for 
them. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WALSH. I believe it is in order to op- 

ose this amendment. I have no objection to the 
esmensed river and its improvement; but there 
seems to be a wide mistake abroad, particularly 
upon the part of some gentlemen in this House in 
regard to the subject of river and harbor improve- 
ments. The ascertainment of the amount of 
money to be appropriated in these cases ts almost 
as nice as arithmetical calculations. We must 
know the nature of the obstruction—we must 
know whether it is worth while to begin the im- 
provements; we must know the seasor: at which 
those improvements are to be made; and ali this 
information we get from the officers of the proper 
Department. In reply not only to what has been 





























































said by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. | 


CuvurcHwe .t,] but especially in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Motony,] who attempts 


to make this a sectional matter, by arraying hos- || 


tile feelings against us, | will say that the appro- 
priations for the Ohio and Mississippi rivers are 
within a very small amount of the appropriations 
recommended by the appropriate Department. 


The items are the same recommended by your | 


scientific men, as the sum of money which ought 
to be appropriated within a given time and at par- 
ticular seasons. Gentlemen seem anxious, by 
going to the Treasury and dragging out its means 
at once, to realize the fable of the golden goose, 
whose owner, not satisfied with her laying a 
golden egg every day, killed her in the vain idea 
of getting a still greater increase. 
tion for the Tennessee river was not an appropria- 
tion sustained by any estimate at all from the 


proper Department, nor do I understand the gen- | 
He says that there 
was a local survey in that State; all | understood | 


tleman now to say that it was. 


him to say was, that there was a survey under 
the authority of the State of Tennessee. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Under the authority of the 


Government of the United States. The gentleman | 


misunderstood hi: statement. 
Mr. WALSH. All I mean to sayis this: that 
those estimates were never presented to the com- 


mittee in my presence—they were never there for | 


ouraction. Andif the House will now allow me, I 
will say that the committee have had no opportu- 
nity for their examination. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I called the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce myself, 
and another member of that committee, to this very 
improvement; and upon more occasions than one, 
I have solicited them to take up this subject and 


incorporate an appropriation for this river in the 
bill. 


Mr. CHURCH WELL. 
of the Department nowinmy hand They are the 


same which were presented to the chairman of the | 


Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. WALSH. [I am only speaking from my 
own personal knowledge. 


clares that it is sectional is not sustained by a sin- 


gle fact before the committee. The fact stated by | 


the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Seymovr,} 
shows that there has been an equal division of these 
improvements to different sections of the country. 


The charge is wholly unfounded that this com- | 


mittee have acted upon any sectional grounds. 
We endeavored to promote the interests of all 
sections of the country. When our attention was 
called to this matter of the Rio Grande, it was 
suggested that the boundary question was not set- 
tled. We knew that in regard to the harbor and 
river bill of the last year, the hair-splitters of the 
Senate relied upon that very item for the purpose 
of defeating the appropriation. It was in no pre- 
tense, but in the very spirit of compromise, and a 
deaire to prevent difficulty, that we did not em- 
brace that item. 


ed to the Rio Grande matter, I wish to say that I 
hold in my hand the correspondence upon this 
subject from the Topographical Burean, showing 
that the line had not been run onthe Rio Grande, 





THE 


The appropria- || 


T have the estimates || 


Sir, there is nothing | 
sectional in this bill; and the statement which de- | 


: Mr.SEYMOUR. Asthe gentleman hasallod-| 


and that no survey could be made upon which any 
esumates ought to be founded. 

Mr. WALSH. You will recollect that this 
was made the poiot of difficulty by gentlemen in 
another branch of Congress in regard Lo Lhese ap 
propriauons, 

{tiere the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘lhe Chair supposes that 
this discussion about the Kio Grande is out of 
order on an appropriation for the feunessee river. 

The quesuon was then taken on Mr. Cuurcu- 
WELL’s amendinent; and it was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. 1 offer the fol- 
lowimg amendment: 


For removing obstructions from the mouth of Pasca- 
goula river, iu Wie State of Mississippi, gOv,00U, 
Geutlemen belonging to the Committee on Com- 
merce say that appropriations of this kind have not 
been imserted in the bill because they have not 
been asked for. I sent to that commiutice a peti- 
uon for this very appropriation, and not only has 
it been left out, but uo sort of notice has Leen taken 
of it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I desire to move 
that the committee rise, and then the gentieman 
can make his speech to-morrow. 
| Mr. BROWN. I hope that this talk about the 
commitiee’s rising will not come out of my tme. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course not. 

Mr. JOHNSON. We have come to a stand 
still and can do nothing. I move, therefore, that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I hope the committee will 
not rise. | demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lercuerand 
RicHARDSON were appointed. 

‘The quesuon was then taken; and there were— 
ayes 62, noes 67. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. BROW... 1 was proceeding to say, that 
the members of the Committee on Commerce 

_ were wholly mistaken, as far as the proposed ap- 
propriauon was concerned, when they said that 
it had been left out of the bill because it was 
not asked for. More than once petitions for 
this appropriation have gone to that committee 
through the ordimary channels. I have not, it is 
true, gone and besought the members of the com- 
mittee in person, to put ito the bill this or any 
other appropriation. I have neither begged nor 

| bargained fur that which | havea right to demand 
in the name of my constituents. My constituents 
| petitioued, as was their right; and | presented 
their petition, as was my duty. And | wok it for 
granted, that the members of the Committee on 

Commerce, like the members of the other commit 
tees of this House, would discharge their duty. 

Sull, | find this bill reported, and no notice taken 

of those petitions. I find, also, and it is that of 
which I especially complain, that the State which 
| thave the honor in part to represent upon this 
floor—a State which supplies to this Government 
one seventh part of its exports, and, by conse- 
quence, one seventh part of iis imports, and which, 
therefore, supplies one seventh part of the whoie 
revenue of the Government derived from imports 
| —has not had appropriated to it in this bill one 
single sulitary dollar; not one farthing. Sir, the 
State of Mississippi has been entirely overlouked 
in the preparation of this bill. 

A Voice. So has Virginia. 

Mr. BROWN. No, | think Virginia has not 
been entirely omitted. She has something, but Mis- 

| sissippt has not one dollar from the commencement 

to the conclusion of the bill. This is the only item 
that has been asked for, and it was due to that Siate 
that it should have been granted; or if not granted, 
the petitions should have had at least a decent and 
respectful consideration. Why isthis? Why are 
| our petitions thus trampled under foot and spit 
| upon? Is it because the Mississippi delegation come 
|| here subscribing to the doctrine ofa strict construc- 
| tion of the Constitution? Are you going to es- 

tablish the principle in this country, that money 

is to be doled out to those only who beireve that a 

\| liberal construction of the Constitution, is right ? 

i} and are you going to refuse appropriations to 
| those who take a different view of their duty to 

|| the Constitution? Are the liberal constructionists 

—those who believe the Government may and 

ought to make these appropriations, about to band 
together, seize the public money and appropriate 
it to themselves, and will they deny to those who 
dispute their power to appropriate all participa- 
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If that be the principle 
upon which you are going to act, why, let us un- 
derstand u. Ll anderstwnd that the treasure of the 
nation is the commen property of the nation, and 
is not to be distributed to the States according to 


tion in a common fund? 


the opinions of thew Representatives on a consti- 
tutional question. We hear all around us that 
gentiemen have not been able to get their items of 
appropriations put 
themselves believe that 
unconstitutional, Sir, have we tuilen upon times 
like these, that gentlemen band themeselvea to- 
gether to seize upon the national treasure and ap- 


into this bill, because they 


such appropriations are 


propriare tt to their awn use, denying all share to 
those who chance pot to agree with them in their 


construction of the constitutional power if that 


' is the doctrine let us understand it 


I have been falsely charged with being a dis- 
unionist; but if it be true that gentlemen who be- 
heve the National Trensur Vv i® sucrecttys the unre- 
stricted legisiation of Congress, “may serze the 
common fund, divide it among themselves, and 
deny all partictpation to those who will not justify 
the division, then, sir, | say it would be as hon- 
orable to consort with highwaymen as to live in 
such a Union. When the surplus revenue was 
distributed, was Virginia and Mississippi denied 
their distributive share because they opposed the 
distribution? No; if you have so much respect 

for our opinions as not to give us our share of the 
money because we think you ought not to use it 
in this way, then [ pray you carry your reapect 
a littl further. We believe that you have no 
power to taX US AS you do under the protective 
policy. Will you so far respect our opinions as 
to withhold taxation? No, sir; you will impose 
taxation whatever may be our opinions; and you 
do it without stint or mercy. Lrisonly when you 
come to dishurse the money that you are seized 
with these violent fits of respect for our opinions. 
If you cannot appropriate money in my district 
out of respect for my constitutional opinions on 
the subject of these approprintions, then carry 
your respect a litle further, and quit taxing my 
constituents until | am satisfied that you are doing 
it according to the Constitution. If you may take 
money out of my district without my consent, you 
, may puc it back without my consent. If we are 
to have a partial system of distribution, then let 
us havea partial systemof taxation. If my State 
is to be thus excluded from the appropriations, 
let her be stricken from the tax list. Cease to 
draw money from her, and she relinquishes forever 
all claim upon the National Treasury. But if the 
hand that gathers is thrust into her pocket, she 
calls it rohbery if you close against her the band 
that distributes. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. McMUL.LIN obtained the floor. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. L rise to a question of order. 
I understand that the appropriation proposed in 
this amendment is nut to continue any work that 
has already been commenced, or that is author- 
ized by law. | would inquire of the Chair whether, 
that being the case, it is in order under the 8lst 
rule, which is as follows: 


“81. No uppropriation shall be reported in euch general 
appropriation bills, or be in order ax an amcndment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previou-ly authorized by law, un 
less in continuation of appropriations for such public works 
and objects as are already im progress, and for the contin 
gencics fer carry ing vw the several Departynents of the Gov- 
ernment.’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the Chair sustains 
the point of order rarsed by the gentieman from 
Ohio, this whole billis out of order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Iilinois, that this bill is to provide 
for the carrying on of works which have been 
already commenced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
that rule has reference to the general apprepria- 
| tion bills reported from the Committee of Ways 
and Meana, and notto this bill, which was reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. The Chair 
therefore decides that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi is in order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. From that decision I appeal, 
and I believe the appeal is debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. No, sir, it is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I simply ask that the 
Clerk may read the 8lst rule, so that the commit- 
tee may understand it. 

Loud cries of ** Object 
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Mr. LETCHER. I move that the committee | ‘ ating on the navigable waters of Lake Michigan, || nays 72, the Speaker voting in the negative to make 
do now rise. ‘in the county of Ottawa.”’ a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN entertained the motion, and Mr. FOWLER. I ask the unanimous consent oa call of the House was refused. 
proceeded to divide the committee upon it. of the House to present a bill, of which previous When the name of Mr. Cottman was called, 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise to a question of | notice has been given, merely for the purpose of Mr. WALSH roseand stated that his colleague 
order. That motion cannot be entertained. I was having it referred. || [Mr. Corrman] had for some time been detained 
upon the floor to speak in opposition to the amend- Mr. ORR. Let us first hear it read. || from the House, in consequence of the sickness 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi; the gen- The title of the bill was read, as follows: ** A | Of a child, and he was now detained on account 
tleman from Ohio rose toa question of order, and bill amendatory of the several acts reculatine the of her death. 

I} took my seat until that question of order was | anpraisement of imported merchandise, and more Mr. CLEVELAND stated that Mr. Grow was 
decided. [ insist that no gentleman has a right | effectually to prevent frauds aguinst the revenue.’’ || Confined to his room by indisposition. 
to take the floor from me to submitany motion. Mr. JONES, of’ Tennessee. | object. | Mr. STUART. I now move that the further 

The perenne oe The gentleman from Vir- Mr. DUNCAN. I ask the unanimous con- | °O™Sideration of this bill be postponed till Wed- 
ginia is right. The facts areas he has stated, and aaa li iaeedail . ne hi nesday next. 
the motion that the committee do now rise is noi amet , ot en eiee weit whan T i The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
in order, unless he yicids the floor for that pur- |) 2. that it be read for information. secon: “|| motion is already pending, as well as the motion 
eee viiaeadiaaae ; ; The bill was read by its title, as follows: “A | % lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a question of order. ii) to reduce the duties on certain articles, and | _!¢ /atter motion must first be put, unless the gen- 
My colleague retained his seat until the commit- 4, exempt certain articles from duty.”” . tleman from Tennessee withdraws it. 
tee was actually dividing on my motion. It was Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | object | Mr. JONES. I decline to withdraw the mo- 
too late for him to claim the floor then. ’ airiteiied sdb de r . |! tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that Mr. & eee Lice if an the bn. of | Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I demand 
that does not take away from the gentleman from whicl Peer te rte ‘ion ace a a °" | the yeas and nays upon the motion to lay upon 
Virginia {Mr. MeMutui] his {right to the floor. which giadase “a re vat 7m ore and to | the table. 

Mr. DISNEY. Suppose this question of order ‘ Mf ADUSTON mr ‘ , v8 ae 5 Ae tle I - | ‘The yeas.and nays were ordered, 
should be continued for half a day, would it not). ~ 4 al + d call f at ib i yond Ps f bata | Mr. HOUSTON. Will the Chair state the 
be competent for the committee to rise? ee WORE y BOE Coys AOE the PES orere Te precise motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The appeal must be de- | "°°*- || TheSPEAKER. On yesterday the House, by 
cided at once, and without debate. OAKLAND AND OTTAWA RAILROAD. | a vote, laid the bill on the table. A motion was 

The question was then put, ‘* Shall the decision Th. @PRAKR ‘ f then made to reconsider that vote. The gentle- 
of the Chale stand as Sud ielqnnens of the com- sect aoe hacia bi BS fae eg phintgee | man from Tennessee [Mr. Jones} now moves to 
mittee?’’ and it was decided in the affirmative. tule al? tens pio naietl of thi ; bie k i a | lay the motion to reconsider on the table, which 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. o Pkecatn ratiioad “a Michican The Siifine to. | is the motion now pending, and upon which the 

Mr. ORR. I raise another question of order, hem in sncnegumeiion the wees by which the bill wie yeas and nays have been ordered. 
that the amendment submitted by the gentleman | laid hud the edible y ch the vas ||" The question was then put, and decided in the 
from Mississippi is not germane to the amendment M . STUART. lI move to postpone the f negative—yeas 53, nays 81; as follows: 
to which it is offered. ‘The one is to improve the ser haiaelcratin of that atin rat Wed: ee YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison,Jonn Appleton,.William 
Tennessee river, and the other is to improve a) 4. next: ee igh ameter be nb 6b; vr eit Appleton, Ashe, Bartlett, Bibighaus, Bragg, Breckinridge, 
river in Mississippi. ay pe pe I ee Hoe- | Burrows, ¢ aldwell, Caskie, Chastain, c eveland, Daniel, 

aa : nn is . 4 A Mr. CLEVELAND. I hope the ¢onsideration || Edmundson, Fowler, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Giddings, Good- 

The Cl I A I RMA N é T he Chair thinks that the of this bill will be ost yoned ae than that if | enow, Grey, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hebard, Hibbard, 
amendment is gérmane and in order. a da ; Sarthe? of P Pete 1 shall h: aby { biec- | Hillyer, Horsiord, John W. Howe, Jackson, Andrew John- 

Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from Virginia | * y S BACU, . ave no objec- | son, George W. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
yield the floor for a motion to rise? ; tion. 5 ; ne ; Kuhns, eral ae Mann, Martin, McLanahan, Mc- 

Mr, McMULLIN. I yield-it for that purpose. | Mr. STUART. If it is desiredeto poerpope the | Mullin, McNair, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Murphy, Mur- 


: ; ' » ; * iaies ray, Perkins, Powell, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Thad- 

Bie GRA. | abendiias the beets ds noe consideration to a later day , i have no objection. |) gov, Stevens, Wallace, and Wildriek—53. ’ 
I ate wish to take up the time of the House || NAY S—Mesere. Abercrombie, Willis Bien, Barrere, 
rp . 2 _ | with it now. | Bissell, Bowne, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Geo. H. Brown 
Phe question was put, and ona division there || “Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has motion been || Busby, E- €: Cabell, Lewis D. Campbelt, Chandter, Clark, 
were—ayes 60, noes so. 1] \ : . '| Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Callom, John G. Davis, Doty 
. ade to lay the motion to reconsider o 2? 6 2, ; owe at ake ? v9 
So the motion was agreed to, ee ake ee No ‘Mdeh’ eaotion cad Durkee, Hastman, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, 


The committee accordingly rose, andthe Speaker Henry M. Fuller, Gentry, Green, Harper, Sampson W. 
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rise. 


. . . made. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Houston 
, ned tl } | sh > ? ? 
having resumed t he chair; the chairman (Mr. Oxps) Mr. JONES. Then I make that motion Thomas Y. How, Hunter, James Johnson, Jolm Johnson, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the Mr. 8TU ART f aboréhend ‘the peiitléinan Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey 
state of the Union had had under consideration the eonne® aii eet the does + i that purpose t waa || Bareball, Mes Phen Nee gee 5. eras ms 
S . . c " see : - Ove « | eu ennur eips, nk, e ce ichardson 
state of tie Uniongenérally,and particularly House upon the floor myself. ; Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, 
bill No. 282, ** making appropriations for the im- The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider || Sith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. 
provement of certain harbors and rivers,’’ and had bei de! ‘ ble 7s" eeaiel f “|| Martin, Stuart, Taylor, Thurston,.'!’ownshend, Walbridge, 
come to fo resolution thereon |, Mot being Gevatadle, unless the gentieman from | Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Wilcox, 
Mr. HOUSTON. lask theunani . | Michigan (Mr. Stuart] desired to make a mo- || and Yates—#l. 
7 ’ Be ow ed ~ 1eU animous ~oatsen tion, he could not hold the floor, and the rentle- So the House refused to la the motion to re- 
of the House to call up the resolution proposing fi T ee (Mr. Jonest had foht to’ | : y 
to fix a day for the final adjournment, which has | ona che atta a te fold! Pgs tes | consider upon the table, 
been sent back from the Senate with an amend- | ™**® We Se to lay the motion to'reconsider | ‘The question then recurred upon the motion to 
ment. || Upon the tauie. as || postpone the further consideration of the bill until 
Mr. TAYLOR. I object. | Mr. STUART. To make a motion is the pre- Wessetar next. 
Mr. EWING. Imovethatthe Har di cise purpose for which I rose. Mr. CLEVELAND. IT move to amend the 
ivir. Au 7. nove a 1 ousea yourn. Mr 7 + ADE Before Ww roce d fi th ith } 7 micas as ” 
Mr. BISSELL. . Will thezentleman withdraw Mr. WEE . e proceed rurtier wi motion by striking out ** Wednesday next” and 
ST eres 5 this matter, | desire to know what the bill is? sauep 66 ; ” 
that motion for one moment? "Phe bill w i by ite t _ inserting ‘¢ two weeks from next Tuesday. 
Mr. EWING. _I withdraw it. re bill was aguin read by its utle. ‘| Mr,STUART. [hope the bill will not be post- 
PROTECTION OF THE FRONTIERS |! Mr. STUART, I now hope, the gentleman | poned longer than Wednesday next. 
M BISSEI I : py th will b Ee bi || from Tennessee will allow me to make the motion The question was put upon the adoption of the 
é , r. eee tee hiss : ae ill to postpone, if that motion can be made. I will | amendment, and, upon a division, there were— 
whi ae thee te aseonane aor not make any other motion with reference to the || ayes 62, noes 61. 
thie r thoriz. 1) ys . j 
President to place in the hands of our citizen on bi. y she | Bie FICK EN, Ganpgnden tellers; which sere 
siete for ; F Vidinediées | Mr. JONES. We are now withina few weeks | ordered; and Messrs. Cuanp.er and St. Martin 
— i indin or the protection of themselves |) of the close of the session, and it is necessary to || were appointed, 
— * WA R D> | ice ind hat the | CCOmomise me as much as possible, in order to || The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ce dio mene object; and move “that: the | get eRe with the public business. | ported—ayes 54, noes 69. 
= | Mr. STUART. But it will take but a minute || So the amendment was not adopted. 


The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 


. The motion to postpone the further consider- 
journed until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. f th at 


ation of the bill till Wednesday next was then 


|| to postpone the bill. 
Mr. 0 
| agreed to. 


NES. I know it will not, but if we post- 
| pone it till Wednesday next it will come up again 


" i; ap then, and we shall have it all to go over again. 
Pee Oe DEP RESETS TTY ES, _ think it is better to dispose of the bill now. . 











WHEELING BRIDGE. 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order 
is the consideration of the bill ** declaring the 
Wheeling bridge a lawfu) structure, and for other 
purposes.’? The pending motion being to com- 
mit to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


Saruapar, July a 1852. Mr, STUART. If the motion to lay the mo- | 

The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer || tion to reconsider upon the table is to be put now, 
by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Mo rean. | Lask for a call of the House, and upon that mo- 

Phe Journal of yesterday was read and approved. tion I demand the yeas and nays, and tellers on) 
_ The SPEAKER, | The business first in order | the yeas dnd nays. | the Union and print. 
is the motion to reconsider the vote by which Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hamitron, Mr. OLDS. I move to postpone the further 
the following bill was ordered to be laid on the || and Sreyens of Pennsylvania, were appointed; | consideration of that bill till a week from the next 
table, viz: ** A bill granting the right of way and and the House being counted, the tellers report- || Monday. ‘There are other'mattersfrom the Com- 
‘making a grant of land to the State of Michigan, | ed—ayes 31. || mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads which 
‘to aid in the construction of the Oakland and) So the yeas and nays were ordered. | Ldesire to have come up; and as the bili will be 
. Ottawa railroad, commencing at. the village of | The question was then put upon the motion for || likely to oceupy considerable time, I move its post- 
* Pontiac, in the county of Oakland, and termin- || a call. of the House, and there were—yeas 44, || ponement till Raoatan week. 
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Mr. FOWLER. Is there nota motion pending | Mr. STUART. No, sir; it does not make any 


to print the minority report? i 

fhe SPEAKER. The motion was to commit | 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and to print the majority and 
nunorily reports. 

Mr. STUART. I hope its consideration will 
be postponed until a week from Wednesday next, || 
instead of Monday. 

Mr. OLDS. Ihave no objection to that, and 
will so modify my motion. 

Mr. FOWLER. 1 hope the motion will be so 
framed as to include the motion to print both the 
majority and minority reports. All I desire is 
that these reports shall be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from | 
Ohio state what is his precise mouon ? 

Mr. OLDS. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until a week from Wednes- | 
day next, and that the two reports be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE |! 
POST OFFICE AND POST ROADS. 


Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, reperied a bill for the rehef 
of the Southern Michigan Railroad Company; 
which was read a first and second time by its title 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, | 
and, with the report accompanying, ordered to be 

rinted, 

Mr. CLARK, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Cornelius Covert, of 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time 
by its ttle. 

Mr. CLARK. 
course. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make a short state- 
ment to the House, and then I shall move to put 
the bill upon its passage. It is simply a bill forthe | 
relief of a contractor for carrying the mail, where 
the contract was entered into under a mistake. Lt | 


I ask that it snall take the same 


is conceded by the Postmaster General that the |; a 
| them. 


mistake was made. Hus contract should have been 
entered into fer $419, whereas. it was entered into, 
through a mistake, for $219. The Postmaster | 
General examined into. the matter, and conceded || 
that it was an error,but.he thought he had.not, the || 
power to correct it, but that it must be done by | 
Congress. The Committee on-the,Post Officeand | 
Post Roads have also examined into the subject, || 
and they are of the opinion thatit was, unquestion- || 
ably, an error, and that the man.ought to.be re- ! 
lieved. Ele is running upon the line now, and | 
running at a great disadvantage. Not being a |! 
man of means, it embarrasses him greatly to carry 
out his.centract; yet if he does not carry it out, i] 
the Department will prosecute him. This is, in.a | 
few words, a correct statement of the facts of ‘the | 
ease. The misiake was made of inserting $219, 
when it should have been $419. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Wil the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a question? In 
the proposal, what was the sum named)? 

Mr. STUART... Four handred and: nineteen 
dollars. It is merely an error in drawing up.the | 
contract. The bill propeyes to give him, not 
what was his bid, but te give him the bid of the | 
next man under him, I know the man very well | 
—I live but a few miles from him,and I know that | 
this delay embarrasses him very much. I hope 
the House will.pass the bill. | 

The question new being upon the mation.to | 
commit to the Committee of the Whole House— | 

Mr. CLARK. I have.no,objection to the bill | 
being put upon its passage, and will withdraw the | 
motion to commit, to enable the gentleman to | 
make his motion. 1, will state, however, in this | 
connection, that this bill stands upon. about the | 
same ground as.a large class of bills. I} 

Mr. STUART. I now move to put. the bill | 
upon its passage. | 

The bill, was read through by. the.Clerk. 

Mr. BISSELL. Lam very far from wishing } 

| 


to do anything to-embarrass this bill, but Il would | 
like to know of the gentleman from lowa, [Mr. | 
Crank,} what we are. to understand by his. re- i 
mark, that this is.but one ofa class of cases? i 

Mr. CLARK, Thegentieman is:to understand | 
just this—— 

Mr. KING,of New York. Thisbillmakesan |) 
appropriation, and must, except by unanimous | 
consent, go to ai Committee of the Whole. \\ 


| was.entered imto. 


new appropriation, 

The SPEAKER. The bill provides for the 
payment of money out of the Post Office fund not 
otherwise appropriated, 

Mr. STUART. It does not raise any money 
or make any new appropriation, but simply cor- 
recis a mistake. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. It is evi- 


dently an appropriation. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 


| that it must go to a Committee of the Whole, if it 
| is insisted on, under the rule. 


_ Mr. STUART. I hope no one willinsist upon 
it. The case is precisely as | siated; the facts are 
clear; and there is no dispute about it by the Post- 


| master General, and none by the committee. It 


will be seen by the committee that this man does 
not get what he paid, but simply gets $396 instead 
of $419, which was his bid. The Postmaster 


| General recommended that amount,-because if that 


man’s had not been taken, the one at $396 would 


have been, 


Mr. STEVENS. In consequence of the re- 
mark, that this was one of a whole class of cases 
of this kind, | musk ask that it be referred to the 


| Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. CLARK. In answer to the gentleman 
from lilimois, (Mr. Bisseur,} 1 did not mean to say 
that there is. another case just like this, but 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
bill must be referred to the Committee of the 
W hole. 

Mr. STUART. 





Lask the gentleman from Penn- 


| sylvania |Mr. Stevens} to withdraw his objec- 


tion. Hecanlearn from the gentleman from lowa, 
|Mr. Crarg,] the chairman of the committee, that 
the facts of the caseare just as. 1 have stated them. 
The SPEAKER. Is the objection withdrawn? 
Mr. STEVENS, It is a most extraordinary 
mistake in the Postmaster General, if it be one; 


‘and if it bea mistake, it is most extraordinary if he 


orrect it; and.if there isa whole class of 
ses of this kind, | must. have time to look into 


Mr.STUART. Thegentheman fromlowa will 


| not say that there is another case precisely like . 


this. 

Mr. CLARK. I cannot say that there is an- 
other case precisely like this; but there are cases 
for obtainmg pay tor carrying the mail, and the 
cases aré alike in this respect. 

Mr. BISSELL. Ido.not wish to be understood 
as interposing any objection myself. 

Mr. STUART. This bill is natfor an increase 
of pay, but is an absolute deduction from what 


| the parties supposed they were to receive, redu- 


cing that pay from g419 to $396. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 wouldJike to know of the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Sruarz] when 
this contract was entered into? 


Mr.STUART. Itwas entered into some year | 


| or two ago, but I cannot tell the time precisely. | 


The contract is now in force, and the man is now 


| carrying the mail. 
Me 


r- LETCHER. When was the mistake as- | 
certamed ? 

Mr. STUART. A short time after the contract 
The.Department was notified 
of it by my predecessor. When I came on I 
went.to the nae General. He referred the 
case to his law officer to examine, and they deter- 
mined that the mistake ought to he rectified, but 
that.they had not the.pawer to do it, and that the 
contractor must.come to Cengress for relief. 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish.to say that.I hope the 
gentleman from, Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens) will 
withdraw his objection. We examined this case | 
fully in committee, and were satisfied that the | 
mistake ought to be rectified, and if he were to 
examine it a whole day he would come to the 


| same. conclusion. 


The SPEAKER. Unless the objection be with- 
drawn, the bill must go to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The objection was not withdrawn, and, the bill 
was referred to the Commitiee of the Whole on 
the siate of the Union. 


PROTECTION OF THE FRONTIER. 


a BISSELL. Has.notthe morning hour ex- | 
pired.s 
The SPEAKER. It has. 
Mr..BISSELL.._I feel. it my duty again to ask || 
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the House that they will take up and pass the bill 
to which I referred on yesterday, which is to aw 
thorize the Executive to furnish the citizens upon 
the frontiers with arms to protect themselves 
against the Indians. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take it up. 

[Cries of ** Agreed !’? ** Agreed ") 

No objection was made, and the bill was re- 
ported to the House by its tide, as follows: 

**H. R. No. 259. An act to provide for the protection of 
the Territories of New Mexico, Utah, Oregon, and the 
States of Texas and California.’ 

The amendments made to the bill by the Senate 
were then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. STANLY. I shall interpose, Mr. Chair- 
man, no delay to the passage of this bill, but I 
wish to call the attention of the House to one or 
two facts before they pass it. ‘This is a very im- 
portant measure to Texas, and the frontiers, as 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. Bisse...) tells us. 
There is no doubt about that, and the centleman 
from Texas [Mr. Howarp] thinks so too. Now, 
sir, whenever there is any trouble on the Texan 
frontiers with the Indians, amounting to the de- 
struction of a pig, or the killing of a cow, we are 
threatened with an Indian war, and the expense 
goes on, we do not know to what extent. We 
are to have the expense of the Government now 
increased by the amendments which the econom- 
ical Senate have put to this bill—the economical 
Senate, who are very fond of scalding the House 
of Representatives—and about which I intend to 
say a word, when that ting to ad- 
journment comes up. 

We shall have, I believe, an expense put upon 
the country of more than $1,000,000 a year, if 
this bill becomes a law; and the consequence will 
be, that at the next session of Congress we shall 
have, besides the regular estimates for the appro- 
priation, a deficiency bill to pay the expenses 
incurred by this bill. In a month or two aiter this 
bill passes, some outery will be raised about [n- 
dian devastations upon the Texan frontiers; a few 
public meetings will be held; the President will be 
called. upon to authorize the raising of these five 
hundred mounted volunteers. They will come into 
service, and then a deficiency of nearly $1,000,000 
will be called for, while the Administration for 
the time being will be held responsible for this 
inctease of expense, caused by this act of Con- 
gress, and for which there will be no regular ap- 
propriation. 

Now, sir, I holdin my hand a document trans- 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means, at 
the early part of this session, from the Secretar 
of the Peary. The document is No. 28. My 
honorable friend {Mr. Howarp] from Texas, 
writes to the Secretary, and asks for an estimate 
of the amount required to pay the four companies 
of Texan mounted volunteers, who have not been 
paid. The Secretary of the ere sends to 
the Hlouse the estimate, and afterwards the eati- 
mate for another company, making five altogether. 

By referring to document No. 28, to which I 
have alluded, you will find this estimate: 


resolution rel 


Estimate of amount required to pay four Companies of 
Texas Mounted Volunteers, called into the service of the 
United States by Brevet Major General George M. 
Brooke, ani Brécet Brigadier Generui W. 8. Harney. 


; 
Amount. 
i 


Name of Captain. Period of service. 





H. BE. MeCulloch.. May 5 to Now’r5, 1851...) @18,119. 06 
A. A. Wallace... ../)Mareh 23 to Sept. 33,1851 ‘| 17 450. 00 





D. O. Connor..... March 17 to July 18, 1851.|; 12,266 00 | 
a | March 23 to Sept.23, 1851.|. 17,950. 00 | 
TWO. 6 hs 2d0s Pie ee Ae. Sib ete UG o cbt 65,785 00 | 


The estimate for the fifth company was some 
$15,000 or $16,000, making in all about $80,000, 
which has gone into the-deficiency bill. It will 
be observed that these estimates are for ‘“‘ pay,’”’ 
and that does not include, according to estimates 
L have been enabled to.make, one third part of the 
actual amount of expense of these five companies 
of. Texan volunteers. That merely “poys’’ the 
men. Now, sir,there is all the forage, there is all 
the immense cost of transporting those men,.and 
supplies from wherever they may be ordered to 
the froutier, and which cost will. be a great deal 
more than the ‘‘pay’’ of the men. One hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars will mot pay the ex- 
pense of those five companies of Texan voban- 
teers called into service at that ume. 
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NS abn ~ 4 
Now, sir, when all this outcry is made about | 
our exnenses—and | do not think the rentleman 
from Texas |[Mr. Howanp] has indulged in it, | 
but it has come from other quarters—we are nat 
only to have ‘Texas incladed within the provisions 
of this bill, but we are to have Utah and Califor- 
nia added to the bill by the Senate. We are to} 
have an expense of $1,000,000 entailed upon this 
country by this bill through these amendments 
from the Senate, and it is an ungracious task to 
oppose it. The ery is, ‘the frontiers are in 
danger; the Indians are commiting devastations; 
men, women, aud children are murdered, aud prop- 
erty is being destroyed,”’ 

Bot T want to make a remark for the sake of | 
future reference, and to let the country know how 
the expenditures are increased. I commend the | 
forbearance and patriotism of gentlemen from the | 
West and North, who give their votes day and 
day, for these appropriations, without raising any 
objection. Those who are so anxious to protect 
the frontiers, turn a deaf ear to the demand of 
protection by American laborers, Thousands of 
ives and millions of dollars are lost on the western 
waters for want of a river and harbor bill, but the | 
Senate will not allow the country to have such a 
bill. You must adjourn at one or two o’clock on 
Fridays and Saturdays, and cannot sit five or six 
hours for the purpose of getting through that bill. 
Millions of property are destroyed hy snags in the 
Mississippi and Ohio rivers, and life there does 
not seem to be regarded. Hundreds of men are 
sunk by a single snag in the Mississippi; and this 
is allright; but let an Indian killa white man upon 
the frontiers, and you go ic the expense of millions 
of dollars. Ido not object to all proper expend- 
iture for this purpose, but | wish to see justice 
done to other parts of the country. These extra- 
ordinary expenses have not come from this House. 
Let the Senate bear the responsibility of this act. 
We are to be abused and censured for loss of time, 
and it may be ail right to favor the gentlemen who 
would fasten this immense appropriation upon 
us, without any committee of this House having 
passed upon it, or having examined it. I shall 
not call the yeas and nays upon it, but I shall not 
vote for the bill as it stands, for | have not had } 
a chance to examine it. Let the responsibility 
of this immense expenditure, which, in less than 
twelve months willamountto more than $1 000,000, 
be upon the heads of those who advocate it, and 
not upaen us, 

Mr. BISSELL, It is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to pretect its citizens upon the frontiers, or 
itis not. ITfit is not, then this bill ought not to 
be here at all; and, being here, it ought to be voted 
down—not the Senate amendments only, but the 
entire bill. If it be conceded that it is ourduty to 
protect those citizens, then we must do so, cost 
what it may; though we ought, doubtless, to have 
due regard to the economy as well as the efficiency 
of the mode we may adopt of performing that 
duty. 

The most important of these Senate amend- 
ments coniains a well-guarded provision for rais- 
ing, if, in the opinion of the Executive, it becomes 
necessary to do so, a force of volunteer mounted 
rangers, not to exceed five hundred in number, to 
operate in defense of the frontiers; and, though 





$$$ - 


| without great expense, be marched from Oregon, 


unwisely. IL feel quite sure that Mr. Pierce will 
not, and I do not think any other man will have 
the vppurtunity, at least not for four or five years 
tu come. 

itis incumbent upon us, beyond all question, 
to protect, by sume means, those fronuer citizens 


| from the hosule savages with which they are sur- 


rounded, We ought to protect them etfectually. 


| itis a erying sin against us that we have delayed 


that protection so jong. The best, the most etlect- 
ual, the most economical mode of doing it, 1s, in 
my judgment, that provided for by the bill now 
beture us, Itis true, we have a regular Army, 
which, to some, may seem sufficient for all our 
necessities. But this which we are now consid- 
ering 1s a peculiar service, requiring for its proper 
perlormance a particular descripuon of force— 
mounted rangers. ‘The foe 1s the wild Indian; 


his mode of warfare that common to his race. He |! 


makes his descent upon the settler stealthily and 
suddenly, and retreats again to his place of con- 
cealment as rapidly as his fleet horse can carry 
hou. Of what use are infantry or arullery here? 
Who but mounted rangers, men living upon the 
spot, acquainted with Indian habits, practiced in 
border warfare, and, to some extent, familiar with 
the country, can operate effectively against such 


|a foe? Nor is it a small consideration that the 


men liable to be called into service under this bill 
would feel the additional stimulus imparted by the 
knowledge that they were fighting for the protec- 
uuon of their own firesides. ‘The comparativety 
small mounted force belonging to our regular Ar- | 
my 18 scattered, in detached corps, from one ex- 
treme of the Union tothe other. ‘They could not, 


for instance, or other remote points, to the bor- 
ders of ‘Texas; nor is it probable that that could | 


ever be done in so short a ume as to answer any | 


good purpose. 


Mr. GLUDINGS. With the gentleman’s per- | 
mission | will propound to hima question. I care | 


nothing about these presidential matters. I wish 
to immquire why the necessity of this increase of 
the Army? If the troops we have there are not 


Army upon hand for the protection of the Union, 
and if they are not capable of protecting it, why 
not discharge them and appoint others ? 

Mr. BISSELL. 
[Mr. Gippines] considers the regular Army all- 
sufficient for the purposes contemplated in this bill. 


to carry out the views of that gentleman, what, 


| probably, would be the result? An emergency 
arises, consequent upon Indian ravages, requiring | 


the instant presence of a military force, say on 
the frontier of Texas. Mounted troops—the only 
ones that could be of any possible use—might 


points. The expense of transportation would be 


| render the movement wholly nugatory. Before 
the troops could arrive at their place of destination 
the necessity for their presence would have passed 





raised forone year, they are liable to be discharged 
the very moment the necessity which called them 
forth shal! cease to exist. | doubt whether the 
gentieman from North Carolina (Mr. Stawiy]} can 
devise any better mode of accomplishing the ob- 
ject. 

Mr. STANLY. Such a force is three times as 
expensive as that of the regular Army; and we 
give the President the power to call them into ser- 
vice when he wants them. 

Mr. BISSELL. On the question of relative 
cost, the gentleman, I think, is clearly mistaken. 
But has he no confidence in the discretion of the 
President? 

Mr. STANLY. 

ect. 

Mr. BISSELL. TIT have sufficient faith in the 
present Executive cheerfully to intrust him with | 
this discretionary power. [ have no thought that 
Mr. Fillmore will call out the rangers provided for 
by this bill, unless it becomes indispensable to do 
so for the protection of the lives and property of 
our citizens. Nor do I fear that any man likely 
to be chosen to the Presidency in future will exer- 
cise the very plain powers conferred by this bill 


se same meee 


More than you have, I sus- 





away; our citizens will have been slaughtered, 
their plantations devastated, and the Indians by 
whom the outrages were committed will have 
found safety in their mountain fastnesses. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Why not take the troops 
from Fort Washington, and the Atlantic coast, 
where they are of no use? 

Mr. BISSELL. 
transporting them to the points at which troops 
might be needed on the frontier would more than 
| equal, probably, the expense of raising all the 
| force needed right there in the vicinity of the 
‘troubles; and, secondly, because, as I have al- 
ready said, they are not that description of troops 
requisite for this service. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, Are they of any use where 
they are? 

Mr. BISSELL. Perhaps so, perhaps not. I 
'do not answer for that; and it is quite clear that 
whether they are or are not useful, our exposed 
citizens on the western frontiers are free from 
responsibility on that score. 

Ithough the bill authorizes the President to 
call for as many as five hundred volunteers, yet it 


fit for service, in Heaven’s name why not dis- | 
charge them, and secure those that are? My ob- | 
jection is to an increase of the Army, and the con- | 
sequent increase of expenditure. We have an | 


The gentleman from Ohio | 


I have already explained, in part, my reasons for | 
thinking otherwise. Suppose it were attempted | 


then be ordered from Oregon, and other distant | 


enormous, and the unavoidable delay such as to | 


does not follow that in any event which may arise 
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he will call for even half that number. He wil] 
exercise a sound discretion, and accept the ser- 
vices of only so many as the exigency of the case 
may require. Perhaps not more than a hundred 
will ever be called for under this law; perhaps not 
one; and those, few or many, who may be re- 
eeived into the service are to be retained only so 
long as there may be actual necessity for it; and 
they are only to receive pay accordingly. A sud- 
| den incursion of the Indians may make it neces- 
| sary on the instant to raise a company of fifiy or 
one hundred Texan rangers. In twenty days 
they may have performed the requisite service, 
when they will receive therr discharge and return 
to their respective homes. But instead of this 
simple and natural mode of accomplishing a plain 
but most important object, gentlemen would have 
us incur the expense and delay of transporting 
regular soldiers to the scene of hostilities—soldiers 
who, from the nature of the service to be per- 
formed, are worthless when they get there. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I did not intend any such 
| thing. 
| Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 1 would like to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Illinois what number 

of the regular troops of the Army are now sta- 

| tioned in L'exas? 
Mr. BISSELL. The precise number J do not 
| now recollect. 1 believe, however, the number to 
| be amply sufficient for the protection of the fron- 
tiers of that State if they were the right description 
of troops; but they are not. ‘Three hundred 
mounted Texan rangers are worth, for Indian 
fighting, twice the number of regular troops now 
in Texas. 

Mr. FULLER. I believe there is something 
like one third of the regular Army now there. 

Mr. BISSELL. Veryprovably. But for any 
use they are of in the way we ere now consider- 
ing, they might just as well be taken away. 

Mr. ISNEY. If the gentleman will allow 
me, | will state a fact. Some time last summer, I 
fell in company with General Garland, who, | un- 
derstand, is in command of thatfrontier. I asked 
him to explain to me, if he could, why these out- 
rages and depredations continued upon that fron- 
tier, what kind of troops were necessary to pre- 
vent them, and how many? His reply to me was, 
‘* My dear sir, | have troops enough now there, 
‘if it is the will of the American Congress, to 
‘exterminate every Indian between the Atlantic 
‘and Pacific oceans.’’ ‘* What, then,’’ I in- 
quired, ‘* is the cause of them?’’ ‘* Why, sir,” 
said he, ** the whole difficulty lies here: the State 
‘of Texas gives license to white men to mingle 
‘and trade among the Indians, and they keep 
‘them in a state of insubordination.’? He raid, 
repeating his remark, ** 1 have men enough to 
exterminate every Indian between the two oceans.”’ 

Mr. BISSELL. I should like to know, then, 
why the gallant General has permitted so many 
outrages and so much slaughtering to be done by 
the fndians on that frontier? Surely it were an 
easier task to protect that frontier, tnan to exterm- 
inate all the Indians between the two oceans. 

Mr. DISNEY. [ tell the tale as it was told to 





me. 

Mr. BISSELL. Yes, but you were not told 
the whole tale. The General, if | am not misin- 
formed, is not upon the frontiers of Texas at all— 
perhaps net within two or three hundred miles of 
| the scene of difficulties. On the contrary he is at 
a post quite in the interior. Had he been differ- 
|| ently situated, and with more experience in Indian 
|| warfare upon that frontier, he might have formed 
|| a different estimate as to what could be done with 





Because, first, the cost of || the Indians with his small force. Though I doubt 


|| not that, with that force, he could accomplish all 
‘| that any man could, for I regard him as an excel- 
| lent and brave officer. But the fact that these 
outrages have continued, notwithstanding the 
presence of suca » force in Texas, is conclusive 
| that something else is requisite to be done. And 
| I repeat the expression of my own deliberate con- 
| viction, that that ** something” necessary to be 
| done is wisely and economically provided for in 
the bill now before us. Give the President the 
discretionary power to call for rangers when the 
necessity arises, under the restrictions provided 
in the bili, it being incumbent upon him to dis- 
charge them the moment the necessity ceases, and 
you have done all that is requisite for the provec- 
tion of the frontiers, and done it effectually. 
Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 1 would ask the 
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gentleman from Illinois whether the amendment | 
does not provide that their services shall not be | 
accepted for less than a year? 

Mr. BISSELL. It provides that the engage- 
ment to serve shall be for one year. This is the | 
engagement on the part of the volunteer. He is 
to serve so long, unless sooner discharged. But 
it is the right and the duty of the President to dis- | 
charge the volunteers thus raised the moment | 
their services can be dispensed with. They may | 
be discharged within ten days, and even without | 
being marched to the seat of war. 

Mr. STANTON. Is it not provided that, if | 
they are called into service, their pay shall be 
continued through the year? 

Mr. BISSELL. Not at all. It provides for | 
their payment for the time they actually serve— 
no more. If they serve for ten days, and are | 
then discharged, they are to be paid for those ten 
days, and for them only. It seems to me that | 
there can be no sufficient objection to this mode of | 
protecting our frontiers, if we concede protection | 
to be dae them. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 
Disner] seems to suppose that all these Indian | 
troubles arise from the conduct of mischievous 
white men, who are permitted to mingle and trade 
with the Indians. To some extent that may be 
true; but not, | imagine, to the extent supposed | 
by that gentleman. 
white men among the Indians, who do sometimes 
instigate them to perpetrate outrages upon our 
frontier settlers. But what then? Is the honest 
and peaceable settler, in the pursuit of his own 
avocations at home, entitled to no protection from 
his Government? 
dren to be slaughtered at the pleasure uf neighbor- 
ing savages, and we raise no arm to save them 
because the foe has been instigated by outcasts 
from among ourselves? No, gentlemen; our Gov- 
ernment must discharge its duty to all its citizens, 
especially in the protection of their lives. If it 
fails in this, it forfeits all claim to protection for 
itself. 

Mr. STANLY. I will call the gentleman’s 
attention to one point. If I mistake not, there is 
a provision here for the payment of horses lost in 
the service. 

Mr. BISSELL. No, there is no provision of 
the kind. 

Mr. STANLY. Is there not a provision for 
pensioning those wounded, as though they were in 
the regular service? I do not think that is right. 

Mr. BISSELL. There is not. 

At the request of Mr. Jounson, of Arkansas, 
the Clerk again read the bill and amendments. 

Mr. HOWARD. I wish to correct one or two 
mistakes into which the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Sranty] has fallen. Asto the duty 
of this Government to protect all of its citizens, 
whether upon the frontier or upon the fishing 


ground, I presume there can be but one opinion. | 


Now, sir, you have acquired a large territory 
which you must defend. You have undertaken 
in your treaty with Mexico to restrain your tribes 
within the United States. That provision of the 
treaty has been totally neglected, which every 
man in this House knows; and the consequence 
of that neglect will be that a large number of claims 
arising in Mexico, will be preferred here for pay- 
ment. I presume tiat it is the intention of the 
House to protect the men who live upon the fron- 
tiers of Texas, California, Oregon, New Mexico, 
and Utah. Two methods have been proposed by 
which this is to be effected. The Administration 
has called for additional forces. The Administra- 
tion, through its messages and reports, has told 
you that the present force is inadequate. They, 
to be sure, have called for an increase of the regu- 
lar Army, but no one knows better than the hon- 
orabic member from North Carolina that an in- 
crease of theregular Army cannot be accomplished. 
You cannot get a bill for that purpose through 
Congress, even if it were a proper measure. My 
own opinion is, that it is not necessary. That 
the regular Army requires reorganization is true; 
that we have no use for the increase of infantry, 
does not admit of doubt. That four regiments 
at least of the eight regiments of infantry now in 
service, ought to be converted into permanent cav- 
alry, in order to make the Army efficient for the 
resent frontier service, is the opinion of the best- 
informed officers in the Army. 
Bat the cheapest and most efficient method of 
defending the frontiers, is the one which this bill 


No doubt there are vicious | 
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Are innocent women and chil- || 





|| character. 


proposes, which is to call out the resident militia, 
who understand the character of the service, who 
ean perform it, and who can undergo the hard- 
ships to which it subjects every one embarked in 
it. General Surecps, of the Senate, has made a 
close calculation with regard to the expense of the 
two kinds of force, and he shows that the mounted 
rangers are thirty per cent., and more, cheaper 
than the regular Army. The whole amount of 
force contemplated by the bill, is 1,100 men for 
California, Oregon, Utah, New Mexico,and Tex- 
as. Under theestimate of General Surecps, if you 
increased the regular Army to the same extent, 
the annual cost would be $752,735 per annum 
for 1,100. The same force as proposed by the 
bill would cost $531,821 perannum. The pay of 
the rangers is greater; but you get clear of the ex- 
pense of transportation of men and horses, which 
you must incur if regular troops are resorted to. 
it is these items, together with the expense of re- 
cruiting, which make regular troops more expen- 
sive than mounted rangers. With this species of 
force, the only expense is for the pay and ra- 
tions of the men, and the forage of the horses. In 


| addition to that, if you increase the Army, it will 


fasten this increase upon the establishment per- 
manently, and you will make it a permanent ex- 
pense; whereas, if you addpt this plan for pro- 
tecting the frontiers, they will be strong enough 
in a very short time to protect themselves, and 
you will not need a permanent force, and will not 
incur a permanent expense. The enlistment is for 
| only twelve months, and in a few years the force 
may be safely disbanded. A great deal has been 
said about the amount of troops now in service on 
the frontiers. Every man ae has paid any at- 
tention to the subject, knows that the regular Ar- 
my is totally deficient in cavalry, and that the In- 
dian service requires cavalry; that it is as absurd 
to put infantry upon this service, as it is to puta 
man on foot in pursuit of a man mounted ona 
fleet horse on the prairies. If you had ten times 
the number of men upon the frontier as you now 
| have, they could not give protection, unless they 
were mounted. An increase of infantry is not an 
increase of the defenses of the frontier. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. This Administration, 
at the last session of Congress, recommended an 
| increase of two or more regiments of mounted men, 
| besides the increase of the infantry and the com- 


| panies of artillery, so as to make virtually four 


| regiments. 
r. HOWARD. That would make the ex- 
| pense four times as great, and would not furnish 
| as efficient a force as the employment of hardy 
frontiermen, who are good riders, accustomed to 
hardship, and acquainted with Indian habits and 
According to the statement of the gen- 
_tlemen from Ohio, [Mr. Diswey,} this increase of 
the regular Army proposed by the Administration 
to the last Congress, would make an additional 
expense of $3,000,000 a year; whereas this plan 
proposed by the bill under discussion, furnishing 
eleven hundred men for Oregon, California, Utah, 
New Mexico, and Texas, cannot much exceed 
| $500,000. It must be apparent that this is the 
efficient mode—the cheap method, and that it will 
furnish a force which will do some good. As to 
what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] says 





| in relation to General Garland, | would say that 

he is a very clever gentleman, but he has done as 
| little Indian fighting in Texas as the honorable 

gentleman from Ohio himself, and not as much, 

for I believe he did join us there in a fight when 
| we had the Mexicans to deal with. I wish to 
state to the House, as this matter has been dragged 
in here, the way the regular Army of the United 
| States makes a campaign against the Indians, as 
_ stated to me by one of the Indian agents. sefore 
they leave camp, it is understood about a week, 
that a party is going out in pursuit of the Indians, 
| and of course the Indians know all about it. Well, 
then they get ready, take eight or ten days’ pro- 
| visions, blow all their horns, beat the drums, and 
| march out. The Indians go before them until 
their eight or ten days’ provisions are exhausted, 
and then these regulars start back into camp, re- 
turning home at a much faster rate than when they 
/ went out, and the Indians generally come back 
after them at their leisure. The men are not ac- 
customed to and not fitted for the rapid movements 
necessary to overtake Indians. They are excel- 
| lent troops for regular warfare, but not adapted 
| to frontier service. 


i 
! 
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I do not wish to say anything in disparagement of 
the regular Army, but they are totally unfit for this 
Indian service, as at present organized. The pri- 
vates are not the right material. The men whom 
they recruit from the cities,and from other places, 
cannot undergo the hardship, and they know 
nothing of ridmg. They know nothing of fron- 
tier life. The regular officers of the United States 
Army are equal to any hardships or any service, 
but you have never given them men who can per- 
form service upon the frontier. Your infantry 
upon the frontiers are totally useless. They are 
net put there except to prove the necessity for 
keeping up these posts. Every man knows that 
if you have a cavalry force you cannot keep in the 
saddle at any one time, more than one-third or one 
fourth of the force, and there are always plenty of 
men to keep the posts and guard the forts, if you 
have only an exclusive cavalry force on the fron- 
tier. It is, therefore, idle to talk of increasing the 
Army by infantry, in the manner proposed by 
the Administration. If you were to increase it, 
it would be four times as expensive as this plan, 
and totally inefficient when done. Regular cav- 


alry, who have been for a series of years upon 
the frontier, acquire the habits and experience of 
frontier life. But what you want is immediate 
service, and it would take two or three years dril! 


of raw dragoon recruits to render them at all 
efficient. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to know of the 
gentleman from Texas, if he can give us the in- 
formation, what amount of troops Texas had upon 
this frontier when she had to guard her settle- 
ments against these Indians, and what amount of 
United States force there is now in the different 
forts. In other words, I desire to know if Texas 
did not defend that entire fronuer from the Indians 
with two companies of mounted troops? You 
have there now some two or three regiments. Can 
they protect the frontier as well as two such com- 

anies? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Howarp] if this 
force is absolutely necessary in order to protect 
those regular troops? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOWARD. I believe the infantry have 
some horses which they come down to stea!. In 
answer to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON,] I will say it is trae that Texas protected 
her frontier with two or three companies, but the 
frontier is now much more extended. It is true 


| that there is a large force of United States troops 


upon the frontiers of Texas; but as I have said 
before, they are not a mounted foree, and not of 
that character which will give security to the fron- 
tier and perform the service required there. When 
Texas had her three companies, they were always 
mounted, and they performed a vast amount of 
service. They rode everywhere; they could kill 
the game in the prairies, and supply themselves 
with food when necessary, and could undergo any 
amount of hardship. They always moved rapidly, 


' because not encumbered with the baggage which 


every regular Army will demand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am satisfied from my 
| observation about these things, and some little ex- 
perience, that the regular Army is not the right 
kind of force te benefit the frontier against the in- 
dians, and the: yo: must have that kind of force 
settled in the neizaborhood of the indians who 
understand and are oe with their habits. 
Oae company taken from Texas will do more 
good in their defense than three companies of the 
regular Army. I do not :cheve that the regular 
Army can he equaled, } er, by volunteers, 
where they have to fighta force upon the field; 
but where you have to hunt up the enemy, as you 
do the Indians, the men who settle upon the fron- 
tier are the best troops in the world to defend the 
frontier. I am clearly of the opinion that Congress 
should pass some act by which you will make the 
people who live upon the frontier defend thezs- 
selves and pay them for it. 

Mr. HOWARD. As to that feature of the bill 
which provides for arming the citizens of the fron- 
tiers, I have only to say, that the arms are here 
rusting in the arsenal, and they would not cost the 
Government one dollar except for transportation. 
There can be no sound objection to making that 
disposition of the arms. ’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 

sion of the gentleman | wish to say, that in the 


|| report of the War Department I find a letter of 
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Captain 8. G. French, of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, in the first part of the President’s | 
message and en documents of @ 
present session, page 233. Captain French says, 
speaking of the Indians in Texas, in the eighth | 
military department: 


“Their numbers appear to have been considerably over- 
estimated, if the reports of men who have been among them 
can be reed on, and the information gained by Lieuten- | 
ant Colonel Hardee, in his expedition to their country, 
be correct. It is believed that the entire numbers, in- 
cluding all ages and the different sexes, of all the tribes that | 
frequent the berder settlements of Texas in the eighth mil- | 
itary department does not exceed 4,000. 

‘The respective sumbers of the different bands may be | 
set down, hy their own computation principally, about as 
follows: Delawares, 63 ; Shawnees, 70; Tonkaways, 300 ; 
Quapaws, 200; Caddoes, 160; Anadocoes, 200; Jonees, 
1135; Keechies, 48 ; Tawacunoes, 140; Wacoes, 114; Le- 


pans, 350; Lower Camanches, 700; and the Northern Ca- || 


manches at 1,500.” 


If this statement be correct, there are not ex- | 
ceeding 4,000 Indians of all ages, sexes, and con- | 


ditions in the eighth military department, composed 
of the State of Texas. 
would pot number more than 800 or 1,000 war- 
riors. By the Report of the Adjutant General, in 
the same t 

condition of the Army, their actual returns and 
their location, he says— 

‘That when this report was made to Congress last No- 
vember, there were stationed in Texas, as present, 1,867 
troeps.”? 

He put down the aggregate force of those who 
were present and absent, and which they had in 
Texas, as 2,319—one man, if this report be true, 
for every two Indians of all ages, sexes, and condi- 
Lions in that country. 1 understand that they have 
taken some troops from Oregon; and I believe it 
is Shown by this same report that in all Califor- 
nia and Oregon at this time we had less than 750 
troops. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Will the gentleman 
state also the number of troops that are located. in 
New Mexico? 

Mr. HOWARD, I will say a word in relation 
to Mr. French. It is very easy for a United 
States officer to go out to New Mexico, dressed 
in regimentals, and run through that country,and 
then send a report tothe Departmem. Such loose 
information is not entitled to any weight on such 
a subject. 
these“ Indian tribes for years, reports the actual 
number of Indians, resident in Texas, about 
10,000. It is well known, in addition to that, 
that there are tribes who penetrate into Texas 
from the Territory of New Mexico, and other 
Territories of the United States; so at some 
seasons there are probably 20,000 Indians in 
Texas, during the winter season, committing all 
sorts of depredations. If they will give ws what 


we ask for in this bill, I should be quite wil- | 


hng that the infantry should be withdrawn from 
Texas altogether. I say that this force is entire- 
ly useless, and worse than useless. It is absurd 
to suppose that such a force can be made avail- 
able for the defense. of the country against the in- 
roads of mounted Indians. Hlow is a man on 
foot to ran down an Indian on a fleet horse? Kk 
18 preposterous to say that such a force can do 
anything for the defense of the frontier in Texas, 
Oregon, or New Mexico, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In answer to the 
question of the gentleman from Maine, {Mr. Fun- 
Lea,} ! will state that, according to the report of 
the Adjutant General, made last fall, there were 
in the ninth military department (New Mexico) 
1,459: troops, and in Besind and New Mexico some 
3,500>troaps. 

Mr. STANLY. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. Howarp) one question. wish 
to ascertain whether the State of Texas does not 
refuse to let the United States exercise any juris- 
diction over the Indians in her territory at all? If 
that be so, Texas, before she calls upon.us to au- 


thorize her to take mem to protect herself, ought, || 


at least, to consent that the United States should 
exercise jurisdiction over those Indians, and make 
treaties with them, or remove'them, or otherwise 
exercise authoritative influence over them. 

Mr. HOWARD. The State of Texas has con- 
sented to every jurisdiction which this, Govern- 
ment has asked over theseIndians. ‘The Govern- 
ment has never pretended that the Indians owned 
any fee, or right of occupancy: This Adminis- 


I should think that they | 


wok, page 201, giving the strength and | 


The former agent who resided among || 


the ground that they could not make any treaty of 
‘its without the assent of Texas, but whenever 
they have applied to the State of Texas for any 
reguation giving them the right of control over 
the indians, it has, so far as I know, up to this 
time, been granted. The fact is, that the Gov- 
| ernment of the United States has left the subject 
too much at loose ends. 
Mr. STANLY. Does not the State of Texas 
forbid the traders of the United States from going | 


| vation to Indians inside her borders ? 


Mr. HOWARD. No,sir. The facts of the 


| there, and has she not refused to give any reser- | 
| 
| 


case are these. J was of the opinion, and still am 
of the opinion, that the United States Government 


|| has a right, under the Constitution, to regulate 


| the commerce with the Indians, and that itis a 


I made an application myself to the Indian De- 
partment under the present Administration to ex- 
ercise that power, because I considered it proper 
that the United States should regulate the traders 
and the trade with the Indians; but the Depart- 
ment deelined, upon the ground that they had no 
| jurisdiction over the subject, which, in my opin- 

ion, is as clear a mistake as ever was commutted. 
|| It is a jurisdiction expressly given by the Consti- 
|| tution over all Indian tribes. Texas, by her legis- 
|| lation, has permitted the Indians to reside tempo- 





rarily and hunt north of a certain line, but with 
|| no right to pass south of it, without express per- 
|| mission. The line has been recognized and acted 


| _— by this Government. 
| hi 

|| have no right of occupany in Texas. And as to 
|| the other suggestion of the gentleman from North 
| Carolina, Texas has never opposed the General 
|| Government in its right to make treaties with the 
] Indians. The State has admitted the right as to 
|| everything but that of negotiating about occu- 
|| pancy, and the line between the Indians and the 
whites, and that power this Government has never 
| claimed. The Indian agents of the United States, 
as to all other subjects, make treaties with the In- 
dians without any opposition or question from the 
authorities of Texas. 

Mr. STUART. I only wish to say a word or 
| two upon this subject, and then I intend to move 
| the previous question, believing that the matter 

has been sufficiently discussed before the House. 
|| 1 wish, in the first place, to enter my dissent, as 
|| one member of this House, with regard to the 
| assertion made by the gentleman from Texas, 
| [Mr. Howanp,} that the treaty between thiscoun- 
| try and Mexico has not been complied with in re- 

gard to protecting their frontiers against the dep- 

redations of the Indians. However proper that 
|| may be argumentatively, I do not think the facts 
|| justify the conclusion, and I do not think this 





| House, I dissent from the proposition, so that, if 
{| the record is ever to be used, it shall not be said 


| thet the gentleman from Texas made the assertion, | 


and that it was acquiesced in by this body. 

Mr. HOWARD. I wish to:state that the Ad- 
ministration has made the same assertion, and 
called:for additional forces. 
| Mr. STUART. Now, sir, in reference to this 
} bill, the whole subject seems to me to resolve it- 
|| self into a single question, which is this: Is the 
|.executive department of this country the proper 
| depository of the discretion provided for in this 
| bill? It seems to me that it is, not only by the 
| Constitution, but by the practice of the Govern- 
|| ment. 
||. Mr. CLEVELAND. As the gentleman from 

Michigan has given notice that he proposes to 
call for the previous question, will he allow me to 
} say a word ? : 

. Mr. STUART. Ifthe gentleman will be brief, 
I will, with pleasure. 
Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to call the atten- 
| tion of the House to the importance of the bill 
|, now under consideration. We know very well 
| at the time this bill-was introduced here, at the 
solicitation and suggestion of the Representatives 
| of these Territories and States, who feel particu- 
| larly and specially interested in the matter, that 
|-they only asked of us an appropriation of money 
to purehase arms to be distributed to men to be 
iused in easeof emergency. That was as far as 





| 


j 





i 


tration, as wel! as all past Admimistrationa, take || they went in their request, as every member of the 


House ought to do an act which can be quoted | 
|| against the Government at a future day in support || 
|| of any such claim. Therefore, as a member of this || 





House will recollect. !hea, sir, in Order to give 
them the protection sought, and save to the Gov- 
ernment the unnecessary expenditure of money, 
an amendment was offered, by which provis- 
ion was made that the arms not needed in the 
old States might be sent there for this purpose. 
That amendment prevailed, and in that shape the 
bill passed this House, to the entire satisfaction of 
every man who had charge of the matter from 
that section of the country. Now,I ask, whether 
any new feature has arisen which renders it im- 
portant that this addition should be given ? 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I had the honor of in- 


| trodueing this bill for the benefit only of the people 


\| 

power conferred upon the Federal Government. | people of New Mexico, and authorized the Presi- 
} 
| 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


yerally with the Indians, considering that they | vasion, and then retire. 


It was referred to the Committee on 
As the bill came from the committee, 


I represent. 
the Militia. 
it provided for the distribution of arms among the 


dent to call out troops in New Mexico and also in 
Oregon. When it came into the House, it was 
amended by the addition of California and Texas, 
so far as regards the distribution of arms, but 
it did not give authority to the President to call 
out troops, in cases of emergency, in Califor- 
nia or Texas. The Senate amendment gives that 
authority to the President in reference to Califor- 
| nia and Texas. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. When the bill passed 
this House, it gave to the men of Texas and New 
Mexico, wherever there existed danger from the 
incursions of Indian parties, arms; and it gave 
power to the President, through his authorized 


| 


The State has dealt || agent, to call out this force at onee-to repel an in- 


That was all that was 
asked for. When the bill got into the Senate, this 
amendment was made to it, which I take the Jib- 
erty to say is a regular addition to our regular 
Army of one thousand mounted men. All agree 
that the Army is too numerous now, not properly 
mounted, and not of a proper character; and 
really, some information fell from the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. Howarp,] that it was a nui- 
sance in his State, and that Texan rangers were 
almost needed to protect.our infantry there. But 
if you will examine the amendment of the Senate, 
you will find that it is a permanent increase of one 
thousand mounted men to our regular Army, for 
which weshall have to bear the expense through all 
coming time, and which the gentleman from North 

| Carolina [Mr. Sranuv} says will be one million 
| of money or more. This 1s an important matter, 
_and L beg to call the attention of the House to it. 
| Valuable as time is, I believe we can spend a little 
| ume profitably here in examining this matter, be- 
| fore we are called upon to increase the Army. Is 
| there any man who has a vote in this House, who 
| is beld enough to stand up and say that the Army 
| which now exists, with a proper reorganization, 
is not all-sufficient ? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman allow me to make one remark? Does 
not this bill propose to pay. the soldiers there dou- 
ble what the present troops receive? 

Mr. HOWARD. No, sir; it does not. 

Mr. STEVENS. Why, it proposes to give 
| them $22 a month. 

Mr. HOWARD. No; it gives them the pay 

| of volunteers. An estimate from General Shields 

| shows that it is seven. per cent. cheaper, and for 
this reason: These men on theground furnish 
| their own horses and clothes—everything but 
| their arms; whereas, if you send regular troops 

there, you must pay the expense of transporta- 


tion. 
| Mr. CLEVELAND. Inthe little time allowed 
me by the courtesy of my friend from Michigan, 
| [Mr. Sruarr,] 1 wish to expose to the House the 
character of this amendment. The original bill 
which passed this House had my support. No 
| man. is more ready than Lam to afford additional 








| protection to the. frontier settlements, and. I be- 
aoa that is the common sentiment-of the House; 
| but in the amendment to this. bill, you-are clan- 
| destinely to.get an additional increase for a regu- 
| lar army of-one thousand mou men, at an 
| enormous ex No man who has examined 
| the bill willydeny that assertion. 
| Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman overlooks the 
_ fact altegether that it authorizes these troops to be 
| enlisted for only a single year. 
| Mr. CLEVELAND. Surely; but let us ex- 
amine this, for it seems/to.methat my friend from 
Llinois [Mr. Brssent) does not understand it, or 
| I do not understand it. I-begto know whether 


1852. 


they may not be reéulisted for a new year, when 
their year expires, and reénlisted through all com- 
ing time, in precisely the same manner of our reg- 
ular Army? and no gentleman upon the floor 


understands it better than the gentleman from | 


Illinois. Disguise it as you will, im point of fact 
this is a permanent increase to our regular Army 


of one thousand mounted men, for the benefit of | 


a particular region, at an enormous expense, 
greater than any one corps we have. Gentlemen 
may say that they must be disbanded at the end 
of a year; that the enlistment expires at that tune; 
but in no mmstance will that take place, for there 
never will be a time when there will not be Indians 
there to meetand repel. I deny that it is good 
policy for this House thus, not understanding 


what they are about, to make a regular increase | 


of this character, or any other, to the Army; and 
especially one of this description. I agree with 
the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Srasxy} 
in reference to this kind of legislation coming to 
us from the Senate. It has already carried 
$8,000,000 into the pockets of a private concern 


in New York, and millions in other directions. I | 


think we ought to be careful how we make this 
addition to our Army, which all agree is now 
sufficiently numerows and expensive, by an 
amendment of the Senate to a bill which was 
asked for here by men who knew as well what 
was needed as any gentlemen now here, although 
they might not have had friends who wanted to 
get commissions. 

Mr. STUART. I was proceeding to state, 
when I yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. CLeveLann,] that it seemed to 
me that, both under the Constitution and the prac- 


tice of the country, this diseretioa has been vested || 
in the Executive Department; and, sir, if the argu- 


ments used by gentlemen in opposition to this 


bill be true, why, the treops will not be raised, be- | 


cause there is no necessity for them; and if there 


is a necessity, they will and ought to be raised. I | 
Lam perfectly satis- | 


am willing to leave it there. 
fied, from the little I know about such subjects, 
that nothing short of a mounted force is worth 
anything at all in hunting down mounted Indians. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. Have you-in your-experience 


ever known an office created by the Government | 
where there were not pleaty of men, and friends | 


enough to provide for them? 
Mr. STUART. 


who suspect everybody. 


. 
Sir, the Constitution of the country vests cer- 
tain powers in Congress, and certain in the Ex- | 


ecutive Department, and | am opposed, in the 
first place, to trenehing upon them from any 
source; and, in the second place, | am willing to 


leave this responsibility where the Constitution | 


has placed it, and let that Department assume and 
abide by the responsibility. 


Now, sir, oe that this question has been | 
iscussion canbe valuable, [ | 


discussed so far as 
move the previous question. 
Mr. ORR. 


an amendment and make a motion, and I will re- 
new his motion myself. I promise not to make a 
speech of more than two minutes in length. 

Mr. STUART. My objectis, sir, to terminate 
discussion. If I can, sir, without yielding the 
floor, allow the gentleman to submit his amend- 
ment and his motion, I will do so. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. STUART. What amendment does the 
gentleman propose? 

Mr. ORR. -6 propose to add to the Senate 
amendment this proviso: 

Provided, That the President shall, before ordering out 
any troops authorized by the preeeding sections, disband 
ane.of the regiments of infantry now in the, service of the 
United States. 

I then desire to move to refer the bill and 
amendment to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and that the bill and amend- 
ment be printed, so that the Housecan understand 
the. action. 

Mr. HOWARD. I appeal to the gentleman 
from South.Carolina not to embarass this bill with 
thatamendment.. The regular Army bill is the 
place for that. We have news every mail from 
California, Texas, and New Mexico, that the In- 


THE 


I, sir, fortunately, or unfor- | 
tunately, never enrolied myself in that list of men | 


If the gentleman will withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, I desire to offer | 


| dians are commiting depredations, and butchering 

| men, women, and children. 

| Mr. STUART. I cannot withdraw the de- 
| mand for the previous question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the gentleman from 

| Michigan to withdraw his demand for the pre- 

| vious question. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michi- 
gan has declined to do so upon several applica- 
wons. 

Mr. STUART. I hope the gentleman will 
allow me to say that I wish to test the sense of 
| the House upon this subject. I should be very 
glad to oblige the gentleman, but [ think this mat- 
ter has been already sufficiently discussed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely wish to remark 

The SPEAKER. Debate isoutoforder. The 
gentleman from Michigan absolutely refuses to 
withdraw his motion. 

The House was then divided upon seconding 
| the demand for the previous question, and there 

was not a second. 
| Mr. ORR. L propose to amend the Senate 
amendment by adding the proviso which has just 
been read, I understand that the amendment of 
the Senate is in single sections. 

The SPEAKER. The first pending amend- 
ment will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


“ After the words New Mexico, in the first section, fifth 
line, insert the word Utah.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr} 
will not be in order to the first amendment pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
motion to commit the bill and amendment to the 
Committee of the Wholeon thestate of the Union, 
ane that they may be printed. It is very evi- 

ent 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman allow 
the Chair. The first amendment proposed by the 
Senate to this bill is of a character which will not 
allow the amendment proposed as an amendment 
to the Senate amendment. The gentleman’s 
amendment will be in order to the second amend- 
ment of the Senate, but not to the first. 

Mr. ORR. This bill originated in the House 
of Representatives, to, provide for arming citizens 
upon the frontiers, hen it went to the Senate, 
|| an amendment or amendments were 
providing that additional troops should be raised, 
rangers and troops of that description. The pro- 
|| viso that I desire to insert.is to come in at the end 
of that portion of the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It will be im order at that 
place, but not in order as an amendment to the 
first amendment of the Senate. 











Mr. ORR. Will the Chair entertain the amend- 
ment now? 
The SPEAKER. It cannot be entertained ex- 


cept by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I think this 
is a very important bill. It goes to createa large 
force of eleven hundred. or twelve hundied men, if 
I understand it, and it is going to. be a permanent 
tax, not only for these men, but for their pensions 
for all future time. Now, it ought to be deliber- 
| ately considered, and the idea that because these 
'| Indians have burnt villages, this bill must pass 
|| immediately, is one. that. 1 do not ia, I 
‘| understand these popular appeals, the effect they 
| have, and how little effect they ought to have. 
|| Now, I would suggest to the gentleman from 
|| South Carolina [Mr. Cae}: to move to refer this 
|| bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, and let 
any. amendments that may be suggested by gen- 
tlemen be considered there, and the bill reported 


four days, and the House can then act deliberately 
upon it. g 
which involve us in all the difficult and dangerous 


} 


|| the cry of some I have no doubt that 


some murders 
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ut into it, ; 


| 
| 
|| back, which can be done in the course of three or | 
| The plungings that we make are those | 


|| schemes of this Government, and every other Gov- | 
ernment, and are always brought upon us under | 


preerure: ' 
ve been committed in Texas; 


but will the passage of this bill this day bring those | 
who have been murdered back fromtheingraves, or | 


is there any danger that those murders will be re- 
newed instantly? Why, the raising and organi- 
| ‘zation of these. troops will take some time, and 


hope gentlemen will not, therefore, act on this ap- 





three or four days. will not make any difference. I | 


peal which is made, and which seems to.appeal to | 


believe me, 
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our feelings. It is agreat permanent system—for 
it will be permanent. As the gentleman from Con- 
necticut (Mr. Cueve.anp] said, itis not for a year, 
bat a lease from year to year, enduring forever, 
and fixing upon the country a great military sys- 
tem. Wegave all that was asked in the bill that 
passed this House. We gave arms to all the peo- 
ple upon this frontier, and we authorized the call- 
ing out of these people when they got those arma, 
whenever emergency should require un. Ths is 
nothing but an additional large army, to be per- 
manent from year to year, and not when emer- 
gency requires it. We have authorized already, 
as | said before, the arming of all these people 
who are now to be converted into regular troops, 
and we have authorized them 
whenever there is occasion. Whatmore is neces- 

sary? If a permanent addition to the Army is to 

be made, let it be made inaregular way. Leithe 

country know it. Let us change the character of 

our forces if they are not good foranything. Let 

us disband them and convert them to some other 

species of troops which will be of service, and 

enlist, if you please, those who are accustomed 

to hunt down Indians. Let us do this in a regu- 

lar way. | hope the gentleman wil! move to refer 

this bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. SCURRY. With the permission of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, | desire to say a 
few words, This is a subject of considerable in- 
terest to the State which | have the honor in part 
to represent—although it does not so particularly 
interest that portionof the State to which I belong 
as it does the district of my colleague. I am sat- 
ished, from the demonstrations that have beea 
made in this Elouse, that there is no possibility of 
passing this bill. 

A Memser. Not now. 

Mr. SCURRY. No, nor at any other time. I 
am convinced of that, and have been for some 
time past. All we want to know is, whether the 
Congress of the United States intend to afford that 
protection which is due from this Government to 
the people of Texas. If you do not intend to 
pass, kill this bill without evasion, and we shall 
then, necessarily be compelled to rely on ourselves 
for our own protection. When that hour arrives, 

that the sons of Texas wil] be found 
at their posts and true to their trusts. When the 
people of Texas learn that the Government of the 
United States will stand quietly by and see their 
fellow-citizens massacred by the Indians and Mex- 
icans; when they find that those depredations 
on the frontier, costing hundreds of lives a year, 
are passed by and totally disregarded by the Con- 
gress of the United States, they will feel and know 
that the period bas arrived when they must rely 
upon themselves, and become their own protect- 
ors 

lL know the officers of the United States Gov 
ernment stationed in Texas are all opposed to this 
kind of force; nor has the time ever been when 
the officers.of the United States Army favored the 
employment of volunteers. The Government itself 
prefers the discipline and subordination of the reg- 
ular Army, however inefficient to a volunteer force, 
even though that volunteer force were the most 
efficient that was ever employed in any species of 
warfare. 

Now, a word ag to the expense of this mode of 
defense. During the bloodiest peried of the Mex- 
ican. war, the United States stationed on the fron- 
tier of Texas, from the Rio Grande to the Red 
river, a regiment of volunteers, commanded by the 
present Governor of Texas. That regiment cost 
the Government less than any other regiment of 


to be called out 


| mounted: men in the service; and | state as. a fact, 


without the fear of contradiction, that the frontier 
of Fexas was better protected by that single regi- 
ment than it has ever been since Texas was an- 
nexed to the United States. During the time that 
regiment was upon the frontier, Indian depreda- 
tions were unheard of; and why it is, with the 
enormous foree, (a force represented here to be 
equal to the whole Indian population of Texas,) 
does not give equal security, is alone to be ac- 
counted for upon the ground that it is unfit for the 
service in which it is employed. 

Much credit is due to the officers and men com- 
posing that regiment of volunteers, for the activity 
and energy which they displayed in giving security 
to the whole frontier. Their success.arose, in part, 
from the system adopted, which converted the regi- 
ment into a daily moving column, extending from 
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the Red river to the Rio Grande. This kind of 


service cannot be done with the regular infantry, 
even if they were disposed to undertake it; and | 
will be excused for questioning their disposition. 
Sir, | earnestly desire that this bill may pass. I 
have spoken upon this subject from the fact that I 
am cognizant of the difficulties under which the | 


people of ‘Texas have labored; and I feel equally 
well satisfied that if this force is placed upon the 
Rio Grande, that it will not only repress the In- | 
dian and Mexican marauders, but it will also sup- 
press and keep down those inroads of which gen- 
tlemen so loudly complain here as having been 
male into Mexico. 

Give us a force from the citizens of the frontier, 
who are sequainted with the habits and warfare of 
the Indians and Mexicans, and who have been 
accustomed to fighting and pursuing them, and 
they will net only prevent fillibustering expedi- 
tions into Mexico, but will check and put down 
depredations upon our own border. But let the 
infantry remain there unaided as it is, and our 
ears will continue to be saluted with the cry of woe 
from the scalped of the wilderness, and the most 
cruel massacres will still continue to be enacted. 

Mr. ORR. 1 have occupied a good deal more 
time than | anticipated, but I hope the House will 
bear with me a fittle longer. I do ne: understand 
the gentleman from Texas, who has jrst resumed 
his seat, to charge directly that this Government 
has manifested any indisposition to protect the 
people of Texas. Whilst 1 am not very thoroughly 


informed as to the history of the present Adminis- | 


tration, and as to how it stands affected to the peo- 
ple of Texas, I think that he might have spared the 
Government an imputation of that sort. There 


are now, Mr. Speaker, two thousand five hundred | 
troops within the limits of Texas, or about that | 


number. One of the gentlemen from Texas [Mr. 
Howarp] tells us that they are utterly inefficient 
for the purposes for which they have been posted 
there. In addition to that large number, | am now 
just told that seven hundred more troops have 
been recently sent there—the rifle regiment. 

Mr. HOWARD. The whole force there never 
has been over eighteen hundred men; and I will 
state another fact, that more than half of those are 
engaged in the duties of the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, cutting hay and wood. 


Mr. ORR. Whether the force there was three | 


thousand two hundred men, according to the offi- 


cial report of the Secretary of War now before | 
me, or eighteen hundred, according to the gentle- | 


man from Texas, his argument shows very conclu- 


sively, that numbers is a matter of no uate 


for he says that the troops are utterly inefficient, 
and that it would be better to have no troops there 
at all, 

Mr. HOWARD. I spoke of the infantry. 
Mr. ORR. ‘The Government has certain] 
shown a disposition to protect the people of Texas, 
and to protect the people of Mexico from the forays 


of the Indians, carrying out in good faith the stipu- || 
lations of the treaty with Mexico, by posting some | 
four thousand soldiers in the Territories of Texas | 


and New Mexico. If the troops that Rave been 


sent there have proved inefficient for that purpose, | 


then the amendment that I have presented should 
be adopted, Now, I have no prejudice against the 
plan which the gentleman from Texas has indicated 
as the proper one to defend well and efficiently 
the Texan frontier—noneat all. If that is the best 
description of troops, mounted volunteer rangers— 
and Lam disposed to concede very much to the 
experienceand knowledge ofthetwo worthy Repre- 
sentatives from Texas—why, then, give them that 
description of troops. But if the troops belonging 
to the regular Army now stationed on the Texan 
frontier, are doing no service at all, then if you 


raise five hundred mounted men for the purpose | 


of frontier defense, disband an equal number of 
regular troops. IT have no desire to kill this bill 
by indirection, or through a covert assault. It 


has been intimated to me since I indicated the || 


motion that [ proposed to make, that it might have 
the appearance of hostility to the bill, to send it to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

With a view of showing to the friends of the 
bill that [ desire in good faith, that their frontier 
shall be efficiently protected, and in their own way, 
but at the same time without such an enormous 
tax on the Treasury of the United States, f will 
change the motion that I originally proposed to 








make, and move that the bill and Senate amend- 
ment—including my own, if in order—be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘That com- 
mittee will be enabled to report back the bill in a 
few days—perhaps in a week or ten days. 


Mr. HOWARD. When will that committee 


be called for reports, at the rate we are going on 
now? 

Mr. ORR. I have no doubt the committee will 
be called in due season; but if not, and if the case 
so urgently requires the action of Congress as the 
gentieman represents, two thirds of the members 
can be found upon any Monday to suspend the | 
rules to enable that committee to submit their re- | 

vort. Ido not at all desire to kill off the bill, but 
| am utterly opposed to having the regular Army 
increased eleven hundred men by this ingenious 
device; and that is the practical effect if the bill 
should pass without some such amendment as [ 
have indicated. If am utterly opposed to any such 
policy as that. If our infantry regiments cannot 
subserve the purposes for which they are in the 
employ of the Government, convert them into cav- 
alry troops; and if they are then still incompetent 
or inefficient on account of the personal incapacity 
of the soldiers for this arduous service, disband 
them and take those who can serve the Govern- 
ment efficiently. Now, I think the gentlemen | 
from Texas are asking a good deal of this House 
in requesting them to pass at once, without con- 


,, sideration, reference to a committee, or printing, 


a bill occupying so many pages as this does—a 
bill which the gentlernan from North Carolina 
{Mr. Sranty] tells us willinvolve an expenditure 
of $1,000,000 annually, and a permanent increase 
of the regular Army of more than one thousand. 
To ask the House to take such a bill upon trust, 
or on the recommendation of the Senate, without 
|| referring it to any committee, is really asking a 

good deal. It strikes me that the request is not at 

all signalized by its modesty. | am therefore in 


itary Affairs. Let them devise some plan to ob- 


| and then report the bill back to the House. If 
| they are not called for reports, we can suspend 
the rules, and the bill can be réached in that way; 
| and if eleven hundred additional troops are to be 
| raised for service on the western frontier, let us 


force by disbanding an equal number. I now 
move that the bill and amendments be referred to 


|| bill and amendments be printed; and if the House 
concur in the views which I have presented, they 


|| demand. 

|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
|| amendment pending? 

‘| The SPEAKER. There is no amendment to 
| the amendment proposed by the Senate pending. 





Is there any 


and I think it will a meet the approbation 
of the friends of the bill. I should like my amend- 


it should be. 


| South Carolina withdraw the call for the previous 
| question ? 
Mr. ORR. The gentleman from Tennessee 
desires to make a remark or two, and I will there- 
fore withdraw the call for the previous question if 
I do not lose my right to the floor. 
The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 
The amendment of Mr. Jones was then read, 
a follows: 


Provided, That the horses and horse equipages furnished 
by the troops mustered into service under this act, shall, at 


each man mustered into service as herein provided, shall 


and horse equipages respectively. 


order to the first amendment proposed by theSen- 
ate. 





mustered into service, belonging to the volunteers, 
have, sooner or later, been paid for by the Goy- 
ernment; and it would be better, in my opinion, 
that the value of the horses at the time they are 
mustered into service, should be paid by the Gov- 








favor of sending the bill to the Committee on Mil- || 


| viate the objections which have been made here, | 


have a provision in the bill to reduce the existing | 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and that the | 


will sustain the previous question which I now | 


Mr. JONES. I have one that 1 wish to get in, | 


ment to go to the Committee on Military Affairs, | 
| for perhaps it is not drawn with as much care as 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from | 


the time of being mustered into service, be valued in sach | 
manner as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War, and | 


receive payment from the United States for their horses | 


The SPEAKER. That amendment is not in | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My experience in | 
| these matters is, that nearly all the horses that are | 
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| ernment; and then, in case the horses are lost in 
| the service, you will save the volunteer the trouble 


and expense of coming here for his relief, and wil] 
save us the trouble of making out his claims and 
having them audited at the Department. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Does the 


| gentleman desire that the Government should pay 


for the horses in advance, and then pay the so 


| diers double wages also. 


Mr. JONES. No,sir. I want the whole sub- 
ject to go to the Military Committee; but I wish 


_to have that committee provide that the horses 


shall be paid for at the time they are mustered 
into service, and then that the troops shall be paid 
as dragoons, mounted upon Government horses. 

Mr. DUNCAN. _ I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee a question. If I understand it, this 
bill contemplates bringing these troops into ser- 
vice for a very limited time. 

Mr JONES. For twelve months. 

Mr. DUNCAN. And they are not to be kept 


| in service for that time even unless wanted. They 
| may be dismissed within thirty days, if their ser- 


| vices are not necessary. Now, if the Government 
| is to buy horses for them all, when they are mus- 
| tered into service, what is to become of the horses 
after the troops are dismissed ? 

Mr. JONES. They will not be dismissed until 
their time is out, and by that time there will be 
| but few horses left. 
| Mr. MEADE. If I read the bill correctly, these 
| soldiers are to providetheir own horses, for which 
| they are to be paid an additional sum—some ten 
or twelve dollars a month above the ordinary 
wages, [ think. This was intended not only to 
| pay for the hire of the horses, but to pay also for 
the risk they run of losing them. That being the 
case, | should much prefer, rather than buy the 
horses, which will be valued at a very high price, 
to give these ten or twelve dollars per month, and 
let the soldiers run their own risks as to loss of 
horses. 

Mr. JONES. [understand all that. Wealways 
give forty cents per day for this risk. But it is 
usually the case, that after we have paid the forty 
cents per day for the risk, we pay for the horses 
too. That is what it comes to at last. 

Mr. HOWARD. They have no legal claim for 
the horses; and if you adopt the amendment which 
the gentleman proposes, you cannot tie the hands 
of Congress, so that they cannot pay for the 
horses afterwards. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I hope the bill will be re- 
|| ferred to the Military Committee, and that they 
will take the whole subject under consideration, 
and make the bill conform to that provision for 
| buying the horses, and then giving the troops the 
|| Same pay as dragoons mounted upon the Govern- 
| ment horses; for you will at least save the forty 

cents per day while they are in the service. I call 
for the previous question. b 

Mr. SCURRY. I hope the gentleman will per- 
mit me to call his attention to this provision of 
| the bill. It expressly provides that the troops 
shall receive no compensation whatever for the 
loss of horses. , 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. But that is 
‘| nota finality. That may be repealed. (Laughter. ] 
‘|| Mr. BROOKS. I wish to make one sugges- 
|| tion before the gentleman moves the previous ques- 
tion. 1 wish to provide that the committee may 
|| report at any time, because we shall never get the 
| bill back aniess that provision is made. 
|| Mr. JONES. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. KING, of New York. Is that in order? 
The SPEAKER. It is not in order if objected 


Mr. KING. I object. 
|| Mr. JONES. I now again demand the pre- 
|| vious question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to be committed to 
the Committee on Military Affairs—ayes 75, noes 
not counted. 





. 


Mr. CLARK. I should now be pleased if I 
can get the consent of the House to call up Sen- 
| ate bill No. 316; the ae of which is to relin- 


i lleview, in the State of 


| 
| TOWN OF BELLEVIEW. 
| 
|| quish to the town of 


owa,a certain narrow strip of land bordering 
upon the Mississippi river, and have it passed. 
It is a bill entirely local in its character, and one 

















House will allow it to come up. 
be read, and [ have no doubt it will pass. 
Mr. DUNCAN. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I move that 
the rules of the House be suspended, and that the 


House resolve itself into the Committee of the 


W hole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I ask the gen- 
tleman from New York to withdraw that motion 
for a moment, in order to allow me to introducea 
resolution in relation to the publication of the 
obituary notices which were ordered to be printed 
afew daysago. My resolution provides that they 
shall be bound. I hope there will be no objection. 
It will take but a moment. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I decline to withdraw the 
motion. 

The question was then put, and the motion 
agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Oxps in the chair,) 


I object. 


THE 


to which there can be no objection. I hope the | committee would sustain him, but he is unwilling 
I ask that it may to enforce them striclly upon one member of the 


| (Mr. Brown] would tend to make this bill more 
| passing; but this bill ought not to pass, and there- 


'tleman from Mississippi should not be adopted, 


and resumed the consideration of House bill No. | 


282, making appropriations for the improvement 
of certain harbors and rivers. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


TheCHAIRMAN. When thecommittee rose 

esterday an amendment was pending, offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama, making appro- 
priations for the improvement of the Tennessee 
river. To that amendment the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Brown] offered an amendment 
making an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Pascagoula river. The question now pending is 


therefore the amendment to the amendment; upon | 
which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. McMot- | 


LIN] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
M 


sed to the amendment of the gentleman from 
ississippi, [Mr. Brown,] because I think it will 
have the effect to render the bill more acceptable 
to the House. It occurs to me that the bill as it 


stands is so wholly objectionable in all its features, | 


that it cannot receive the votes of a majority of 
this House; but if you adopt this amendment, it 


will serve to render the whole bill more palatable | 


to some gentlemen. Now, sir, the bill that passed 
this House at the last session of Congress was 
one highly objectionable to me. But, notwith- 
standing the fact that that bill appropriated twice 
the amount which this bill proposes to appropri- 
ate, according to my recollection, it bore upon its 
face something approximating to even-handed 
justice. But, Mr. é 

this bill, what do you see? 


tleman from New York, [Mr. Seymour, 
taken especial pains to provide well for that little, 
unimportant State, New York. [Laughter.] You 
find, when you come to look into this bill, New 
York introduced in a good many different places. 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a point of order. 
Dog-days have already commenced, and I feel it 
my duty to insist that this discussion shall be 
confined within legitimate limits. 
ment under consideration is an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Pascagoula river, in the 
State of Mississippi. The point of order which I 
make is, that the gentleman must confine his re- 
marks to showing why the appropriation should 
not be made for the improvement of that river. 


The amend- | 


| way (Mr. Brooks] has given conclusive evidence 


_man of the Committee on Commerce, (Mr. Sey- 


hairman, when you examine || 
Why, sir, you find, || 
in the first place, that the committee that reported | 
this bill, headed as it is by the distinguished gen- | 


has | 





|| mittee that they designed! 
| Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. 


We shall not get through the discussion on this | 


bill in three weeks, if we goon in this manner. I 
raise the point of order, that the gentleman from 
Virginia is not discussing the amendment before 
the House; and I intend to appeal to the committee 


|| “Mr. BROWN demanded tellers; which were | 


to sustain me, so as to see whether we are disposed | 


to go on with the public business or not. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that | 


the gentleman in opposing this particular amend- 
ment, will have the right to show why other por- 
tions of the country provided for in the bill, are 
not deserving of the same appropriation. 

Mr. BROOKS. I beg to suggest that this one 
appropriation is now under discussion. When 
the items relating to Ohio or New York come up, 
the gentleman can then oppose them if he chooses. 

The CRAIRMAN. The Chair is well aware 
that, according to a strict construction of the rules, 
the gentleman from Virginia is not in order. He 
would gladly enforce the rule if he supposed the 











| 





|| world, and more particularly to herself. 


|| You have here a House, composed in the main of 


| TheCHAIRMAN. Thereisalready an amend- | 
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proposed to be appropriated to $10,000 in each 
cuse. 

An estimate has been made by the Engineer De- 
partment, Mr. Chairman, of the sums needful to 
unprove the navigation of the Tennessee river. I 
think it would be imexpedient for this committee 
to amend the bill, by adopting the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Coss,} and inconsistent with the estimates from 
the proper Department. Those estimates contem- 
plated an appropriation of upwards of $100,000, 
above the Muscle Shoals. ‘The river is navigable 
below the shoals. A ratlroad runs around the 
shoals, and the estimates confine the improvements 
below the shoals. ‘There area few obstructions 
to be removed, and which being removed, will 
make that stream one of the best in America. 
The Engineer Department hus estimated for the 
removal of those obstructions to the navigation of 
that river above the shoals. If it is the pleasure 
of this committee, and of this House, to make an 
appropriation for that river at all, t think the ap- 
propriation ought to be made in conformity with 
the estimates of the Department. Extensive sys- 
tems of railroad improvements have been made 
south of the Tennessee river, connecting with the 
Chattanooga, and extensive systems are being 
completed, connecting the Northwest with this 
stream. There is no point in America, in my 
opinion, where it is so important to remove ob- 
structions from navigation as that of the Tennes- 
see river. If you intend to have a system of im- 
provements, it ought to be a system all-embracing 
in its character. Why exclude this important 


| tributary to the Mississippi when all others are 
mour.] Now, l ask that committee to tell this 


(embraced? Repeated estimates and reports have 
committee and the country, upon what principle || been made by scientific engineers, showing that it 


it is that they have put in some twelve or fourteen || contributes a larger volume of water than the Obio 
appropriations, in different items, to the State of || itself, to the Mississippi river. Any gentleman 
ew York, amounting in all to $250,000, or there- || who looks at the system of improvements already 
abouts. Now, sir, if you pass this amendment || completed south to the Chattanooga, and those in 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, you add, prob- || progress of completion north of that point, will 
ably, his vote to the bill, and perhaps the votes of || see in a moment that there is no stream in Amer- 
others. I consider the bill to be unjust in itself, || ica where so much good will be accomplished by 
and desire to see it defeated if possible. || small appropriations for the removal of a few ob- 
The course pursued by this committee has been || structions and rocks, easy of being removed, and 
so perfectly disinterested that it reminds me of an || which being removed, make it at once one of the 
anecdote I once heard. There was an old lady || most navigable streams, and one which conduces 
who, being very self-righteous in her prayers to || to the welfare of a larger extent of country than 
| high Heaven, asked God to be merciful to all the || any other stream, except the Mississippi river it- 
This || self, embraced in the provisions of this bill. 
committee, in dealing out the favors of this Gov- || I hope, therefore, that the amendment offered 
ernment, areanxious to do justice to all the States, || by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss} will 
and more particularly to the State of New York. || not be adopted, and that the proporition which 
I expect to offer an amendment or two in favor of | will be presented by my colleague, who represents 
the Old Dominion. the Knoxville district, (Mr. Crorcenweti,} 
Now, sir, | ask this Houseto pause beforethey | founded upon estimates coming from the proper 
adopteither the amendment of the gentleman from | Department—the Engineer Department—will, at 
Mississippi, or any other amendment to this bill. | some stage of the proceedings, be adopted. 
This bill, in my judgment, ought to be rejected. I will never vote for any bill that fails to em- 


brace that stream, and I hope no man from the 
rezion of country I represent will sustain a bill 
that excludes a provision for that stream. 
| Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to inquire in regard 
| to those estimates, whether they were made by 
any officer upon the ground, and upon an exam- 
ination of the obstructions to which he refers. 
| Mr.GENTRY. There have been repeated sur- 
| veys and estimates made at various periods. The 
Chief of the Corps of Topographical Engineers 
was directed by the Secretary of War to examine 
those previous estimates, and to make outa new 
estimate therefrom, which is just as well agifa 
new survey had been made. There is no difficulty 
upon the subject at all, 

Mr.SEYMOUR. Then the estimate was made 
from the old estimates ? 

Mr.GENTRY. Thenature of the stream has 
not changed,and they are as good as if they were 
made yesterday. They were made by scientific 
men, and have been repeatedly made, and the rea- 
son why that stream has not heretofore been em- 
braced in such bill is, that those representing that 
section of country have had constitutional objec- 
tions in regard to the power of Government to 
make appropriations for such objects, and instead 
| of struggling to obtain appropriations for this 
stream, they have discouraged every effort to make 
appropriations tor tt. 

Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman’s amend- 


CONGR 


SSIONAL GLOBE. 


committee, and not upon all. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I would state in reply to the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Brooxs,} that 
the remarks of my colleague [Mr. McMvututn,} 
were strictly in order, and upon this ground: My 
colleague was contending that the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi 


acceptable, and thereby increase the chances of its 
fore he contended that the amendment of the gen- 


because it would increase the chances of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman does not un- 
derstand my point of order. 1 wish to restate it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that 
this point of order is not debatable. 

Mr. BROOKS. Is it not in order for me to re- 
state my point? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already 
sustained the point of order made by the gentleman 
from New York, and decides that the gentleman 
from Virginia is out of order. The Chair now 
states to the committee, that in future he shall 
strictly enforce the rule in this respect, The gen- 
tleman from Virginia will proceed in order. 

Several MemBers. That ts right. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman over the 


that the position | took was right. His conduct 
shows conclusively that there was something in | 
the point | was making upon the honorable chair- 


| Democrats. Now, sir, | ask this House, and I 
| ask the committee, if they can in justice to them- 
selves go forward and vote for a bill which is so 
artial in its operations? The last river and har- 
| os bill of the last Congress appropriated $50,000 
to Virginia, but the Virginia vote was cast against 
that bill, and, sir, it is likely to be cast against this 
bill also. I do not mean to charge upon the com- 
overlooked Virginia. 
Is it in order now to | 
offer an amendment? 


ment pending to the amendment, and it would not | 
be in order. 

The question being upon the amendment offered | 
| by Mr. Brown, 


not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon 
| the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Coss.] 
| Mr. GENTRY. 

} amendment ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 
| 


Is that amendment open to 


Mr. GENTRY. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama proposed toappropriate how | 
| much ? 
| The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five thousand 
dollars below, and $50,000 above the Muscle | ment will not be adopted. 
Shoals, in the Tennessee river. || Mr.GENTRY. Then I withdraw it. 
Mr. GENTRY. I move to change the sums || ter.) 


[Laugh- 
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No objection was made, and the amendment was | 
withdrawn. 

Mr. FREEMAN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by inserting $30,000 for the removal of the 
bar at the mouth of the Yazoo river. It is very 
clear that this bill is a partial one upon its face. 
W hile appropriations are made for streams which 
pass through the interior of almost every State in 
this Union, not one single dollar is appropriated 
to rivers or harbors in the State of Mississippi, 
nor on its gulf or river coast. The chairman of 
the committee (Mr. Seymour] admitted the other | 
evening, that two bays, the Little Sodus and the 


| of being improved, and which may be done consti- 


Great Sodus, entirely within the jurisdiction of || 


the State of New York, had large appropriations 
to them in this bill, and that the State of New | 
York had the right to improve them, thereby ex- 
cluding the Federal Government. On the second 


page of this bill is another appropriation of $50,000 || 


to the Hudson river, at Albany. This place is 


'| another? 


also entirely within the Jurisdiction of the State of || 


New York; and such is the case with regard to 
most of the items of this bill; yet not a dollar is | 
appropriated to therivers of Mississippi, emptying 
either into the Gulf of Mexico, or into the Mis- 
sissippi uself. Just at this moment, an amend- | 
ment of my colleague [Mr. Brown] for an appro- 
priation to clear out the mouth of the Pascagoula | 
river, which empties into the Gulf of Mexico, has 
been voted down without ceremony. We have 
the Tombigbee river, running through the States 
of Alabamaand Mississippi, long enough, accord- 
ing to the definition of certain gentlemen here, to 
be ealled a national stream, also the Pascagoula 
and the Chickasaway; yet not a dollar is given | 
either. 
the Gulf ef Mexico to Jackson, the capital of the | 
State of Mississippi, and thence to the interior, 
which is navigable for six months in the year for | 
large steamers, and not a single dollar is appropri- 
ated to that. kblere, also, is.the Yazoo river, for | 
which L offer an amendment, and to which not a 
single dollar has been appropriated, Yazoo City, 
a large and thriving commercial town upon this 
river, has more commerce than nine tenths of the 
rivers and harbors included inthis bill. 

Why, sir, the second appropriation in this bill, 
instead of being an appropriation to improve rivers | 
and harbors, as professed in its title, proposes to | 
construct a harbor upon the east side of Reedy Isl- 
and, in the Delaware; and there are several appro- 
priations for the same purpose. 

Instead, therefore, of making appropriations for 
the improvement of rivers.and natural harbors, this 
committee have recommended appropriations to 
build harbors, where nature never intended they 
should be. 

Mr, WALSH. I would say to the gentleman 
that that is one of the harbors in the Delaware 
river, which the Government is.under a solemn 
contract to keep in. repair. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thegentleman is mistaken. 
The appropriation is to build the harbor, and not 
to repair or improve it. The gentleman will have 
to amend the bill, if it is an old harbor. 

I want $30,000 to be appropriated for the im- | 
provement of the mouth of the Yazoo river, emp- 
tying into the Mississippi river, which latter is 
admitted, upon all hands, to be a stream entitled 
to improvement. The Mississippi river is a great 
national highway, a stream not within the juris- 
diction of any single State, but the common bound- 
ary of nine States, and over which no single State 
has exclusive jurisdiction, and therefore as strictly 
within the power of Congress to improve as the 
Atlantic coast. The Yazoo river runs from the 
interior of Mississippi, through one of the most | 
fertile cotton regions in the world. It bears away 
the cotton, and brings, in return, the annaal sup- 
ylies for the planters. At the mouth of this river, 
in the bed of the Mississippi river, is a bar, of 
equally as much importance and magnitade as the 
bar in the Hudson river at Albany. Why not 
eut itaway? The bar at Albany, as I am in- 
formed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, [Mr. Szymour;] requires $800,000 to 
improve it, and they have-been improving that bar 
ever since [can remember. They have actually 
expended &375,000 upon it,and yetthe bar is just 
as bad as when they commenced appropriating for 
its improvement. It feeds with a growing appe- 
tite; the bar gets larger as the public treasure.is 
lavished upon it, and, atthe same rate. of ae 
ment, by the time the whole estimate of § 
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is expended upon the work, the river will be | discovered the fact, to my great regret, that many 


wholly impassable. 

Mr. FULLER. I| am opposed tothe amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
i'reeman.}| Gentlemen oppose this bill because it 
does not contain appropriations for every harbor | 
and every river in the Union, which is susceptible 


tutionally. Unless, therefore, you get up a bill 
large enough to do the whole at once, shall we do 
nothing? You can do a portion this year, anda 
portion another year. | donot suppose any gentle- 
man expected the committee to report a bill large 
enough to do the whole at once. 


| eastern men, have but faint conception of the ex- 


tent of western interests, of western wants and 
western progress; and while honestly disposed to 
do us justice, yet for the want of this knowledge, 
they fall far shortof it. And, while they deal out 
to the West with a sparing, reluctant and parsi- 
monious hand, they seem astonished thatour hearts 
do not overflow with gratitude for what they con- 
sider the most unbounded liberality. You speak 
to them of improving the Llinois river, and their 
replies are absolutely provoking. ‘‘ Oh!’’ say 
| they, ‘if you make appropriations for the im- 
provement of the Illinois river, then you must 


Mr. FREEMAN, (interrupting.) The gentle- || make appropriations for every other river.’’ These 


man is a lawyer, and a geod lawyer, too. Now, 
I ask him what he thinks of that provision of the | 
Constitution which provides that no preference 
shall be given to the port of one State over that of 
We have some ports in Mississippi; 
but you have given preference to the ports of other 


same gentlemen have appropriated by this bill, 
$50,000 for the Hudson river. Now, I wish to 
| inform you, sir, and this committee, and I speak 
emphatically, and from personal knowledge, that 
the Illinois is as large and fine a navigable streanr 
as your far-famed Eludson. While, sir, it is nav- 


| States to the exclusion of those of Mississippi. || igable at most seasons of the year for boats of the 


We have the Pearl river, passing from |) 


ii 


Mr. FULLER. 


an appropriation some other year. To provide 


I will respond to the gentle- || largest size, from its mouth to La Salle, a distance 
man that his State is not precluded from having | 


of two hundred and fifty miles, your Hudson is 
| navigable for only one hundred and fifty miles. If 


during one year the appropriations for all the States | you will look at your geographies you will find 


would swell the bill too large. 
Mr. FREEMAN. What year are we to come 
in, | should like to know? I fear-it will be after 


| the day of judgment. 


Mr. EULLER. The gentleman’s colleague 


[Mir. Brown] said that the State of Mississippi || 


was the only State upon the Atlantic sea-board 
that was not provided for in this bill. In that the 
gentleman is mistaken. He then went on to as- 
sume the reason why the State of Mississippi 
was omitted by the committee. He assumed that | 
the omission was owing to her peculiar political | 
opinions. Now, New Hampshire, which is a | 
jewel in the galaxy of States, I presume all will | 
concede, with a sea-board of fifty miles, and a | 


to her. The gentleman is therefore mistaken in 
that fact. Ele was quite as much mistaken in the | 
inference which he drew. The committee didnot 


| very fine port, has not had a dollar appropriated | 


|| Omit to give an appropriation to. the State of Mis- 


sissippi for the reasen he assigns. 

Now, sir, as has been remarked heretofore, the 
committee went around the frontier of the country, | 
endeavoring to deal out equal and exact justice to | 
all portions of it. There is not gold enough in | 


| the mines of California to improve all your har- | 


| force. at all, opposition against any bjll. 
| tleman,.as his State borders upon the Mississippi, 
| ought.to be satisfied. with her share that has. been 
| appropriated for that river. 
| marks | desire to make. 


|| Cumberland rivers, $100,000 ; 350,000 of said amount to be 


is an unpardonable oversight. 





000 || people of the valley of the Mississippi. 


| MAN’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
| rejected. 


bors. Are gentlemen going to take the ground | 
that because their particular river is not appropri- 
ated for, they are going to oppose the bill? The 
result of that argument would be, if it- have any 
Thegen- 


These are all the re- | 


The question was then taken on Mr. Faee- 


Mr. YATES offered the following amendment: 


For the improvement ofthe navigatien of the Illinoisand | 


expended on each of said rivers. 


Mr. Chairman, I must confess, that I am. very 


| much surprised at the report of this committee. | 


How it happens that acommittee, aiming'to frame 
a system of improvements and to do equal justice 
to all parts of the country, to provide for the pro- | 
tection of life and property on. the sea-coast, on | 
the inland lakes, and the important navigable rivers | 
of the country—how it happens, that that com- | 
mittee should overlook and omit the Illinois river, 
1 do confess | am,atja.lossto imagine. This, sir, 


I am. not disposed to find fault with this com- 
mittee. 1 must say. I like the men who compose 
it well, and I must exonerate them from any de- 
liberate design to do injustice to any portion.of the | 
country, or any desire to claim. for their several | 
localities larger. appropriations than they would | 
award to the West or any other section.. But, | 
sir, the fault is here: there is no representative of | 
western interests on that committee, favorable to | 
the construction of internal improvements. It is | 
unfortunate for the country and unfortunate for | 


| this out. 
| had the pleasure, a short time since, of travel- 
| ing upon the Hudson, and it was a pleasure. [ 
| saw a picture of life and animation there which 
| delighted me. I saw the waters there moved by 
every sort of craft. Steamer afier steamer, and 
| sail after sail floated in the heautiful prospective, 
while along its banks the iron horse dashed by us 
| at the speed of forty miles an hour. Mansions 
| of elegance and splendor, and a numerous succes- 
| sion of beautiful cities and villages passed in re- 
| view before us. But, sir, while I. admired the 
| Hudson and its beautiful scenery, and viewed the 
evidence of wealth and prosperity upon.its banks, 
yetl found that, for the purposes of navigation, it 
was nota better stream than the Illinois. And 
yet, sir, for that river there is in this bill an.ap- 
prapmanan of 0,000, although it.is within the 
imits of a single State, and. although a railroad 
runs on its, banks parallel with it from its mouth 
to the highest point to which it is navigable. Is 
this equal and impartial legislation? Is it fair to 
lavish the public treasure in appropriations to a 
State powerfulin resources, commanding the com- 
merce of the:ocean, and.abounding in capital and 
wealth, for the improvement of her rivers, while 
a single dollar is denied to a young and needy 
State, for her rivers, equally national, and de- 
serving of improvement? 

If the Illinois river .is not a national stream, 
then there is none. The doetrine that.a river, to 
| be.a national one, must flow between two or more 
States, and not.be comprehended within the limits 
of a single State, is becoming ebsolete, and is 
yielding to the more intelligible and sensible con- 
_ strnetion that if it ismeeded.and.used for the trans- 
portation and travel of many States, then it is 
national, whether it is cantaimed within a single 
State or washes the shores of a dozen. The Hud- 
son is a national thoroughfare upon this very 
principle. Its source and .its. mouth are in. the 


|| State of New York, but its .head-waters are con- 


nected with other States. and with the lakes by 
railroads, so that. it floats the commerce and. travel 
of many of the States of this Union. The Illi- 
nois stands upon the same.ground. Its head- 
waters are connected with the lakes by the Illinois 
and.Michigan canal; and railroads from its head- 
waters to the lakes, and to the Upper Mississippi, 
are. already projected, cpdhammndianath this time, 
in the process of construction. 

I say, sir,,if the Illinois. river\is not a national 
work, then the Mississippi is not. It is, in a 
strong sense, a-direct extension of that river to 
Lake Michigan. It connects the great lakes with 
the Father of Waters, It connects New York 
with New Orleans. .Nearly all that trade which 
finds its way over the lakes, and on that long line 
of railroads which sweep.around,thelakes on its 
way to the West, seek its. naturaland almost only 
channel down that stream. (And thisis no secret. 
I am speaking what is known to the country, 
| alhough it have. escaped the attention of t 
committee. The rapid increase of the commerce 


the symmetry of this bill, that several: members upon this stream, its statistics, and the immense 

amount of business, travel, and transportation upon 
it have been the constant subject of newspaper 
correspondence and comment in every part of the 


from the West had not been appointed on that | 
committee to present the wants ofthe ten millionsof | 
I have | 
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ecountr 
printe 
officers to the two branches of Congress. 


, and occupies no unimportant part in the | 
reports and communications of executive | 
It is 
one of the most important of all our western 
waters. There is nota traveler from the East to 
St. Louis, or to any part of the interior of the 
West, whether he travel down the Ohio and up the | 
Mississippi, or by the northern lake route, who 
does not take this river in his route, either going 
or returning. 

In a speech which I made in April last before || 
this House, I exhibited some statistical facts 
showing the importance of this stream. I then 
showed, what seemed to surprise some members 
of the House, that the trade and transportation 
upon this river was greater than that upon either 
the Missouri or Upper Mississippi. I showed | 
that the number of arrivals at the city of St. Louis || 
of steamboats from the Iilinois was greater than 1 
from the Upper or Lower Mississippi, the Mis- | 
souri, or the Ohio; and that of the staple articles of | 
wheat, corn, &c., the amount transported on this } 
river in the direction of New Orleans and by the || 
northern lakes, was‘considerably greater. I men- | 
tion this, not to disparage the Missouri and Upper \ 
Mississippi, for the amounts appropriated to them } 
by this bill are too small, and they are each de- | 
serving of larger appropriations than the Hlinois || 
river, because they are longer, their obstructions | 
are greater, and their navigation far more perilous || | 
and difficult. 

But, sir, we are not without the highest sane- 
tions in favor of the nationality of this stream. 
The Government of the United States, acting upon 
the proper assumption, after the usual surveys, 
that this connection between the lakes and the 
Mississippi was a great national thoroughfare, 
made a handsome grant of lands to the State of |! 
Illinois for the construction of that magnificent 
work, the Iilmois and Michigan eanal. It also 
caused a survey and plans and estimates, of the 
Illinois river to be made, and on the 6th March, 
1838, Mr. Pomsett, then Secretary of War, com- 
municated to the Senate, in obedience to a resolu- 
tion calling for the same, the report of the Topo- 
graphical Bureau of Engineers, showing, at length, 
the national character of the stream, its capacity, 
obstructions, and plans for its improvement. I 
shall call the attention of the committee to a few 
extracts from that report: 

*©Tn an agricultural, commercial, as well as a military 
point of view, the Illinois river is destined to eecupy an 
important rank amengst the rivers of the West. Embracing 
in the arms of its principal tributaries, the southern shores 
of Lake Michigan, it traverses more than two thirds of the 
State of Ilinois from north to south, and waters, by its 
branches, more than half its width, an extent of country 
unrivaled for the fertility of its soil, perhaps, in the world.”? 

“ By means of the Illinois and Michigan canal (less than 
one hundred miles in length) its waters wiil be united with 
those of lake Michigan, thus completing the connection of 
the internal navigation of the country from New York to 
New Oleans.”’ 

‘* {fn a military point of view, the uninterrupted naviga- 
tion of this river cannot be overlooked, as it will afford 
facilities for the transportation of troops and munitions of 
war with certainty and celerity, and will enable the Govern- 
ment, should it at any time become necessary, to concen- 
trate upon the frontier, with rapidity and ease, why ape 
of force, while, at the same time, the capacity of the valley 
of the stream to furnish supplies for their use is unbound- 
ed. ” 

Upon the subject of the capacity of the ro 
the report says: 

** When compared with other streams in the West, the 
Hilinois, even in its present unimproved State, is superior 
to most of them in the depth of its waters. The improve- 
ment of the Tennessee contemplates, at the utmost, the 
attainment of a depth of only twenty-four inches, and that 
of the Ohio, between Pittsburg and Wheeling, a depth of 
thirty inches; whilst the Ibinois in its natural state has at 
DO time (with the exception of two or three bars) a less 


depth than two feet, and that only in extremely dry seasons, 
and for a short period in midsummer.” 


As to the obstructions, the report remarks: 


“ The Illinois river, from Peru to its mouth, flows over 
a bottom of sand and alluvial matter with a current so. very 
gentle and uniform as to cause but a few hours’ difference 
in the time occupied by steamboats in ascending or descend- 
ibg its stream, an estimated distance of two hundred and 
fifty miles.” * ¢ ® * “The obstructions 
consist entirely of bieek formed for the most part by the de- 
posit of sand and alluvial matter brought down by the trib- 
utery streams, and in some cases ‘by the Widening of the 
boat of the river itself.” * 2; A 

ogs and snags are here and there to be eek but the ob- 

eae from this cause is much less than in other fresh- 
water streams. No danger is apprehended from them, as 
they retain their positions from year to year, and being few 
in number, and their localities perfectly known, they are 

easily avoided.”’ 


The report, after referring to several plans for 








_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


removing these obstructions, adopts the following, | 
which, in my opinion, is the best: 


“The only plan which is likely to prove of any advan 
| tage is the second one proposed, viz: To excavate ¢clian- 
| nels through the bars, and that only to a limited extent. 
| This mode is believed to be peculiarly adapted to this 
river, as the deposits form very slowly, in consequence of 
E- allavial matter broaght down by the current being un- 


[oe smail,’?’ 


* . * * * 


= The plan recommended is, to purchase a dredging ma 
pre. to be constantly employed during the summer 
monttrs, first in excavating channels throggh the bars, and 
afterwards in keeping Open the passages thus formed. It 
is believed that a depth of three feet would amply accom- 
modate any probable amount of transportation upon the 
river; and from the fact that two feet water ia already 
found (save on one or two bars) an excavation of one foot 
in depth, and in many cases of six inches only, would 


>. 


effect this object.”? 





| tion obstructed in their ~y 


| Whatis a general system? 


Now, Mr. Chairman, here is a navigable river, | 


ene of the greatest of our national thoroughfares, 
and it is believed that an appropriation of $50,000 


will render it permanently navigable for years to || 


come, at all seasons of the year. Now, sir, for 
two or three months in the year its navigation is 
obstructed, except for boats of the very ‘smallest 
size, which work their way over these bars with 
great difficulty and after long detentions. At this 
very time, from the mouth of the river to its 
source, steamers and canal boats in great numbers 
are aground, unable to proceed on their journeys. 
Now, you will observe that no Representative from 
the West has preposed to reduce the appropria- 
tions for the benefit of the East. We do not com- 
= =m of them. ‘They are necessary and proper. 

Ve only propose to increase in a proper ratio the 
number and amount of the appropriations for ne- 
cessary objects in the West. It is but poor en- 
couragement to western members to vote millions 
for the benefit of the East and for the protection 
of foreign commerce, while, for the want of smal! 


| appropriations, we are compelled to see millions 


of dollars’ worth of western agricultural produv- 
to market. Ido con- 


fess, sir, I shall be very loth to support this or 


| any bill which makes such distinctions against 


the West. 

I hope to see the bill properly amended; and 
when itis so amended, | shall support it most 
cheerfully. And I shall support it for reasons 
very different from those whi ch influenced gentie- 
men on the other side of this House, whose plat- 


| form says they are opposed to a general system of inter- 


nal improvements. | shall support it because it is 
a general system of internal improvements. We 
cannot do without a general system, and at the 
same time do justice to all parts of the country. 
I call that a general 
system whieh appropriates for the Atlantic coast, 


| and for the lakes and rivers in every section, ac- 


cording to their absolute necessity, and having a 
due regard to economy. Look at your broad ex- 
tent of territory, your extended coast, your great 
lakes, and your Mississippi and its tributaries, all 


| requiring the fostering hand and support of the 
| Government. 


Two millions of dollars, properly 
expended, would be no great burden on the 
Treasury; it would revive your commerce; it 


| would start the West upon a new tide of pros- | 
| perity; it would stimulate the enterprise and in- 


dustry of the whole country, and the Government 
would have accomplished one of the objects of its 
creation, the promotion of the good of the people. 
Our commerce has floated over snags long enough ; 
our citizens have found watery graves in our west- 
ern rivers long enough, in carrying out your nar- 
row platforms, your straight-jacketed construc- 
tions, and your salt-water abstractions. Weare 
called upon by every consideration—the saving of 
hundred. of lives and millions of property annu- 
ally destroyed, cheapness and expedition in get- 
ting to market, exemption from heavy insurances, 
and by every consideration of the general welfare, 
to pass at this session a river and harbor bill, lib- 


eral in its provisions to every section of our com- 


mon country. 
Mr. NABERS. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that the 


of the debate upon the general merits of | 


this bill, so far, ought to convince every candid 
member of this committee that the m contem- 


plated is improper. But why? Simply because | 


it seems we cannever determine what ts a national 
= i what isa local one. There is the diffi- 
culty. Every gentleman appears to argue that 
hie particular river, or his particular harbor is 
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a national river or harbor; but not so with the 
rest. 

Again, sir, gentlemen are advocating this bill 
upon the Democratic side of the House. And I 
will take oceasion to say that I have no purpose 
of delivering a lecture here. They tell us that 
while they are in favor of this bill, they are at 
the same time opposed to a general system of im- 
provements. ees I wish some of them to tell 
me if this be not a system, what isa system? If 
this bill be not a system of improvements, what is 


| it? 


Mr. BROOKS. 


I rise to a point of order. The 


| proposition under consideration is to make an ap- 


propriation forthe [Hinois and Cumberland rivers, 
which it is the duty of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippt to oppose, whereas he is discussing the 
question of internal improvements. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the re- 
marks of the gentleman in order as opposing any 
es 

r. BROOKS. But it is his duty to oppove 
this particular one. 

The CHAIRMAN. Opposing all appropria- 
tions is opposing this specific one. 

Mr. BROOKS. We have had discussion of 
the general principle before, and it is utterly im- 
possible to get through with the bill in this way. 


Mr. NABERS. I am very much obliged wo 
the chairman and committee. As | made no allu- 
sion to New York, I had supposed the gentleman 


would not have raised his point of order. I have 
no hostility to New York, or to any other State; 
but | was trying to ascertain, if I ‘could, if this 
bill dees not propose a system of internal improve- 
ments. What am } to understand by a system ? 
Perhaps I cannot illustrate my meaning better 
| than by an anecdote. Mark you, I tell it not for 
amusement, but for the purpose of making the 
committee understand my exact meaning, and of 
adding to the standard literature of the day. 
{ Laughter. } 

Gentlemen think that while they favor this bill 
they are against a general system of improve- 
ments. Well, sir, a colored centleman in my 
region of country became intoxicated on very bad 
whisky. The next morning he swore that he 
would never drink another dram. The next on- 

| portunity that offered, he answered: ‘ | have said 
that I never would take another dram, but atop—~ 
| I believe I will take two or three swallowa!’’ 
[Laughter.} Now, 1] submit to this committee, 
whether, if this bill does not propose a general 
system of internal improvements, it does not take 
two or three swallows in that direction? [Re« 
newed laughter.) [vt is absurd to talk in that way. 
Again, if gentlemen are opposed to a general sys- 
tem of improvements, should not the very same 
process of reasoning which induces them to op- 
pose a general system induce them to oppose a 
partial one? fF ask with what consistency gentle- 

men can oppose a general, impartial, equitable 
system of internal improvements, and yet go for 
one that is partial in every feature? 

Gentlemen have been exceedingly guarded in 
getting up this bill. They have informed us that 
they have guarded against any infringement of the 
Constitution of the United States. We would be 
led to wfer from the general tenor of their obeer- 
| vations upon this bill, that they have fixed the 
| Constitution precisely in the midst of the heavens, 
/and that they fear if it were let go to one side or 

the other, the universe might be upset. But, sir, 

lL ask any candid man to tell me why, if itbe thus 
| fixed in the center, its rays fall partiaty? Why 
does it not shine equally upon every portion of 
the Confederacy? tt does not do so. While ite 
light concentrates with almost killing force in 
some particular localities, in others all t# dark as 
| midnight. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Yarrs’s 

| amendment, (Messrs. Cuanprer and Motowr 
| acting as tellers,) and there were—ayes 63, noes 


| So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I offer the following 
amendment: 


Por a survey of the Allegany river from Pittsburg to Olean 
Point. witha view for further improvements, $20,000. 


The Allegany river takes its rise in the State of 
New York, runs into Pennsylvania, flows back 
‘again into the State of New York, and at last 
| finds its way imto the Ohio. It is the Ohio at 
| Pittsburg, and therefore, if it does not wash three 
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States, it washes two States three times, and, of 
course, comes within the constitutional rule South. 
{Laughter.} An appropriation for this river, | 
consider, then, as germane to this bill. The com- 
mittee will see, if they will listen to what I say, that 
the appropriation T ask has as much merit as any 
one provided for in the bill. A canal runs from 
Rechester, in the interior of the State of New 
York to Olean Point, connecting with the river at 
that place. From Olean to the point where the 
Allegany meets the Monongahela—and the two 
form the Ohio—the distance is about two hundred 
and twenty miles. All I desire is, that a survey 
for improvements should be made. A steamboat 
ascended this river three miles above Olean Point 
more than eighteen years ago. About six months 
in a year steamboats ply regularly for the distance 
of one hundred and thirty miles upon that river, 
and for three months in a year adistance of about 
two hundred miles; and it would be capable of 
plying the whole year between Pittsburg and 
Olean in case the preper improvements were made. 
All we ask for at this time is a survey, in order 
to see what improvements can be made. 

I will state that, about twelve or fifteen years 
ago, a survey was ordered by this Government, 
with the view of improving this river. A survey 
was made with great care, and at reasonable ex- 
pense, of course, and a favorable report was made 
to Congress in regard to this improvement, but 
nothing was done. ‘The report and the survey 
have been lost or mislaid, and now we can get no 
trace of them atall. [t is for this reason that we 
ask for this appropriation of $20,000 to have a re- 
survey, with the view of improving it hereafter, 
if in the wisdom of this Government it should be 
thought proper to do so. Lam for a general sys- 
tem of internal improvements, and [ am a Demo- 
crat in that respect. [Laughter.] I am for a 
general system of internal improvements of all 
rivers, with which [stand immediately connected, 
{laughter;] which is the case with most mem- 
bers. I think that no one will dispute this. New 
York and Ohio are interested, as well as Pennsyl- 
vania, in this improvement, and so are the whole 
United States, because this river is the great con- 
necting link between the waters of the Atlantic and 
the Gulf of Mexico, and it would be the most di- 
rect route, if it was improved, by which you could 
go from New York to New Orleans at any season 
of the year. It may be improved so that at all 
seasons it would be navigable for steamboats of 
some two hundred or three hundred tons burden. || 
It is so in its natural state, except in a dry time, 
when the bottom of the river rises too near the 
surface of the water. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would like to inquire 
whether the gentleman really believes that this is 
a work which is general and national, according 
to the Whig resolutions? 

Mr. HOWE. I am confident that it is accord- 
ing to beth platforms. 1 should say according to 
the letter of one, and the construction put upon 
the other. [Laughter. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope that we may soon 
get to a vete upen this bill; and [ will say to my 
friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Howe,] that I 
shall speak against this appropriation. [tis prob- 
able, within a few months, at the next session of 
Congress, that we shall pass another bill for the 
improvement of our rivers and harbors, and be- 
fore it be possible for us to expend, in a proper 
manner, the moneys appropriated by this bill. 1 
contemplate that we shall have another bill to sup- 
ply the deficiency. We have had, in my district, 

ut one appropriation in fourteen years, and that 
was merely for repairs. In diffusing among the 
people of our country the benefits of commerce, 
we have been niggardly in meking appropriations 
from the public Treasury, while we have squan- 
dered $200,000,000 to keep our Army and Navy, | 
for no other purpose than to kill, destroy, and | 
butcher mankind. We have, in times past, and | 
are now standing here and contending against | 
giving to the peaple the prosperity which this bill | 
would carry to them. [am not a little astonished 
at the tenacity with which every attempt to appro- 
priate moneys for the benefit of the United States 
is opposed, while every attempt to squander the 
funds in any other direction is met promptly, and 
our treasure is poured out profusely. Let mesay 
here that the estimates in my district have been 
eut down more than in anv other part of the | 
Union; but I ask for no additional appropriation, || 
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| appropriated, 


| amendment, and it was rejected. 


| gentlemen who have expressed their opinions be- 
| fore this committe, in regard to the powers of 
| this Government. I hold that we have the consti- 
| tuulonal power to makea road, to use and improve 
| one already made, to make a canal or improve one 
| already made, to improve the navigation of a river 
| wherever it is necessary to transport mails, troops, 


those troops. In other words, we can do any of 


| be carried upon it. A large portion of the pruvis- | 


| both in war and peace the Government interest | 


| one of the best for navigation. Inlow water there 


| certainly true that commerce would be greatly 
| benefited by this improvement. The products for | 
| transportation are nowhere so great as along the | 


| $50,000 to improve the Hudson river, after over | 


| were in the bill one or two years ago. In other 


unless it be to repair, in one instance, these works. 
| am anxious to see a wise and liberal system of 
internal improvements commenced, established, 
and put in successful operation. Now, let us be- 
gin, and let us adhere to the commitiee; for they 
have given this subject great consideration. They 
have, in my Opinion, acted according to their best 
judgment, although I wish they had appropriated 
double the amount to these objects that they have 


The question was then taken on Mr. Howe’s 


Mr. RICHARDSON offered the following as | 
an amendment to the amendment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the [Mlinois 
and Cumberiand rivers, $90,000; $45,000 of said amount, 


or s0 wuch thereor as may be necessary, to be expended 
upon each of said rivers. 


Mr. Chairman, there is not in my road the con- 
stitutional difficulty that lies in the way of some 


munitions of war, or the supplies of provisions for 


these things where it is for the use of Govervment; 
and it is clearly constitutional, in my judgment. 
It is wholly immaterial whether that river runs 
through two, three, or a dozen States, or is wholly 
within a single State. 

The amendment | propose most clearly comes 
within the class of cases | have laid down. I pro- 
pose to give $45,000 to improve the Illinois river. 
That stream is one of the links in the chain of 
communication between the Atlantic sea-board and 
the valley of the Mississippi. ‘he arms that are 
used on our western fronuer have of necessity to 


ion for the troops is carried there. The mails 
are or should be transported upon it. During the 
war with Mexico troops were carried upon it, and 


requires the improvement of that river. In high | 
water the entire stream for three hundred miles is 


are three or four obstructions which can be re- 
moved ata small expense, and these being removed 
the river would at all times be the very best for 
navigauon of any in the United States. [tis most 


banks of that river. It traverses for its whole 


| extent the richest and most tertile country that || 
| the sun shines upon, settled by an enterprising and 


industrivus people. 

Gentlemen who have preceded me in this de 
bate have characterized this bill as sectional. Sir, | 
it is eminently so. The bill proposes to give | 


$300,000 has been expended by this Government 
heretofore for the same object—a river that has 
now no obstructions, only navigable one hundred 
and sixty miles, with a railroad along its banks 
its entire length; and nothing to the Illinois, navi- 





gable over three hundred miles, with ali the claims 
and reasons | have stated. 

It is true, the bill gives something to the Mis- 
sissippi river; but only enough to send agents out 


| to make contracts, buy boats, and exhaust the 
| sum to favorites—not enough to do anything to | 


improve that river, or any other West. The bill | 
is eminently Atlantic and eastern. The western | 
rivers, upon whose bosoms float four times in | 
value all our foreign commerce, gets by this biil 
less than $400,000, while the East takes, in her 
modesty, only a little over $1,000,000. 

I have said, Mr. Chairman, that | had no con- 
stitutional difficulties in supporting a fair and just 
bill, to carry out the objects necessary and proper 
to be carried out in improvements. The bill now 
under consideration | regard as a better one than | 
the one presented two years ago. Itis better only | 
in a few particulars; it leaves out a few improve-_ 
ments east that had no claims under any circum- 
stances to be improved; itleaves out the appropria- | 
tions for the improvements of some towns that 


particulars it is very objectionable. The appro- 
priation for the improvement of the rapids of the | 
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Mississippi is not enough by full one half. It is 


| of no importance and no benefit to the Govern- 


ment or the people to appropriate enough to get 
ready to go to work upon the rapids, and the ap- 


| propriation is just about enough to buy boats, 
| &e., to begin the work, and not enough to do 
/anything more. I concur with my colleague, 
| (Mr. Bissect,} that it needs many amendments. 


Mr. CLEVELAND I am desirous of calling 
the attention of the committee to the opposition 
which I shall make to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois; but | am more anxious to 
call the attention of the country, and especially of 
the Democratic party, to it. he people of this 
country are a reading people, and they will see 
that gentlemen have already urged upon the com- 
mittee millions of dollars of appropriations that 
should have been provided for, as they claim, in 
this bill, and before we get through it will be, 


| millions upon millions. 


Now, some gentlemen say that this is not a 
general internal improvement bill; but, sir, no man 
can be so willfully blind, or so blinded by politi- 
cal prejudices, or by a desire for victory at the 
coming election, as not to see that this is but the 
entering wedge, and that it will ultimately, if per- 
sisted in, drain the Treasury of hundreds and 
hundreds of millions of dollars. There is no way 
to eseape it. Log-rolling is a common practice in 
this House, and there is no way in which it is 
possible to guard against it, if the Democratic 
party incorporate this Whig policy of internal im- 
provements by the General Government into its 
creed. Gentlemen, if they will go back a few 


| years, will remember that this was the great and 


dividing question between the two parties of the 
country. James K. Polk, when in the presiden- 
tial chair, with his clear head, saw the danger there 
was to the country from beginning sucha system, 
and had the nerve, in imitation of ** Old Hicko- 
rv,’’ to set not only his face but his pen against it. 
What has been the result? There is not a well- 
informed man in America but what knows that 
the action of that Democratic President has saved 
to this country hundreds of millions of dollars. 
Now, Frank Pierce is nominated by the party that 
sustained the course of President Polk, and he is 
to be reproached by some of my Democratic 
brethren in this House because he is opposed to 


| this verv system. 


Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. Will the gentleman 
let me ask him one question? 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I cannot. I have not 
time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman 
from Connecticut will allow me to propound to 
him one question? 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I must decline, for I de- 
sire to express my views, so far as I can, within 
the five minutes allotted tome. In my judgment, 
those gentlemen are abandoning the ground on 
which the Democratic party have so successfully 
stood for years and years, and caving in to Whig- 
gery. for it is caving in, and everybody under- 
stands it so, and there is no use trying to disguise 
it. They may think that the passage of this bill 
will end in the coming election of President, but 
they will do it at the expense of the best interests 
of the country, and the entire destruction of the 
party. Such may be the result. It would be het- 
ter to go back and take the advice of ** Old Hick- 
ory,’’ and James K. Polk—the men who dared to 
stand upon the principle that this Government isa 
Government of limited powers. 

Mr.SEYMOUR, of New York. Tobserve that 
the gentleman from Connecticut is quoting Gen- 
eral Jackson; I ask him whether he is willing to 
abide by the doctrine of Jackson ? 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I answer thatI am. I 
wag about to say that Iam half inclined to "y the 
experiment that the committee have proposed. I 
am free to say I think the committee deserve great 
credit for the power of resistance they have shown. 


They have given usa very moderate bill, and I 
| am tempted to give the country this bill and let 


them try it. I forewarn the real Democracy of 
the country, however, that they may, and I fear 
will, find bitter consequences flowing even from 
this; but at the same time, I think the Committee 
on Commerce deserve credit for not reporting a 
bill containing appropriations to the amount of 
three, five, or ten millions of dollars, as will prob- 
ably be done at the next session, if this bill passes. 
We ought to set our faces against any kind of 


1862," 


amendments to this bill. Let one single amend- | 


ment come in, and there is no security; the Treas- 
ury will be robbed to the amount of millions of || 
dollars, at this session. The only security wecan 
have is to have the Democratic party in power, 
and have them live upto their principles. Sir, 
we must guard against the Whigs getting their old 
notions into our new platform. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I rise to a 
question of order. [ask whether the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois is in order, 
inasmuch as it embraces two distinct propositions, 
not at all connected with each other ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not see 
that that makes any difference. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Then he might put a hun- | 
dred different propositions in one amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
amendment is in order, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
amendment. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Grey and 
Fow.er were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the negative—ayes 57, noes 68. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MEADE. I now offer, as an amendment, 
the section offered by my colleague [Mr. Caste} 
yesterday, changing the sum from $50,000 to 
$49,500, so as to read as follows: 

‘*For the improvement of the Appomattox and James 
rivers, $49,500.”? 

Mr. Chairman, I have a few facts to state to this 
committee which will, [ think, enlighten them to 
some extent upon this subject. Upon this river 
four of the most important towns in the State of 
Virginia are situated. They annually contribute 
to the General Post Office a revenue of $40,000. 
Thecity of Richmond $23,000; Petersburg $6,000; 


I ask for tellers on the 


| framed. 
| chard creek on Lake Ontario, to which the gentle- 
| man has alluded, as an illustration of that princi- 

ple. 





gregate appropriation amounting to $258,000, while 
the whole revenue paid by them into the post office 
treasury is only $12,000 more than that paid by the 
four towns for which | ask this appropriation. 
Nothing indicates more truly the commercial im- 
portance of a place than its post office revenues. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. | am happy 
to avail myself of the opportunity afforded by the 


| remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, |Mr. 


Meape,} to allude to the appropriations for the 
State which I have the honor, in part, to repre- 


| sent, and which have so often been the subject of 


invidious remark. I regret that the gentleman 


| from Virginia should have taken the course he 
| has in holding up to this committee a comparative 


view of the revenues of certain post offices in 
New York with certain othersin Virginia, instead 
of comparing the commercial returns of the two 
States. Anything connected with the commerce 
of my State, or the importance of the Hudson 
river, I shall at all times be ready to meet, when- 
ever gentlemen shall invite the discussion. 

I stated in my remarks at the opening of this 
debate, the principle upon which this bill was 
I instanced the very case of Oak Or- 


We have made an appropriation for that 
place, not with reference to its local commerce— 
we expressly repudiated that as a criterion for ap- 
prepriation—but with reference to the general 
commerce of the lake upon which it is situated, 
and for the purpose of providing for that general 
commerce a harbor of refuge. But in reference 
to this particular case, a better appropriation is 
not contained in this bill. The fact was brought 
to the notice of the Committee on Commerce, that 
a harbor of refuge was especially needed at that 
point during the storms which prevail upon the 





Lynchburg $4,000; and Norfolk $7,500. They 
are all either situated directly upon this river, or 
connected with its commerce. Thecity of Peters- 
burg, which I represent, is situated upon tide- 
water, about ten miles from the confluence of the 
James and Appomattox rivers, and may be called 
a James river city. 

Now, sir, we ask an appropriation of $49,500, 
being about the amount reported to be necessary 
by your own engineer about ten years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, I stated to the committee on a 
former occasion that the State of Virginia had 
been entirely overlooked in this bill. Having the 
finest harbors and the most extensive sea-coast of 
any State upon the Atlantic—in the face of all 
this, it has been entirely neglected. I find that 
there are thirteen towns in the Stateof New York 
whose aggregate post office revenue is only $52,000 
—only $12,000 more than that of the four towns | 
have named in Virginia, which have appropria- 
tions amounting to $258,000 in this bill. But in 
connection with this fact let me state, moreover, 
that these towns in the State of New York have 
already received from the hands of the General 
Government $1,122,000; the towns which I have 
mentioned in Virginia having all of them received 
in this time but $25,000; which was all given to 
the city of Norfolk, The city of Albany, on the 
Hudson river, yielding a post office revenue of 
$23,000, has an appropriation in this bill of $50,000, 
and has already received from the General Gov- 
ernment $370,000. But I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. 
CLevELAND,} who started out with a very good 
speech against internal improvements, but yet indi- 
cated a mitigated hostility to this bill, to the fact 
that the Committee on Commerce has, in this bill, 
made appropriations to every little town in New 
York having a creek that could be called a navi- 
gable stream. For the little harbor of Oak Or- 
chard ereek this bill contains an appropriation of 
$10,000, having already received from the Govern- 
ment $20,000, and such is the smallness of the 
population that it pays into the post office treas- 
ury but $76 per year. A port called Port Jeffer- 
son has an appropriation of $1,200, which pays 
into the post office treasury $150 per annum. The 
harbor at the town of Dunkirk has an appropria- 
tion in this bill of $30,000, and pays only $779 
into the post. office treasury, and having already 
received $93,000 from the General Government. 
The thirteen places in the State of New York 
which are provided for in this bill have altogether 
received more than a million of dollars from the 
General Government, and have in this bill an ag- 
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lake. We have not sought to make these appro- 
priations for the purpose of building up towns at 
any particular points, but to make them where 
the general commerce of the country demanded. 


| The same is true with regard to Dunkirk and Port 


Jefferson harbors in New York. The latter, on 
| the northern shore of Long Island is intended 
| as a harbor of refuge, and is the only harbor of 
that kind upon a coast of one hundred and forty 
miles in extent, covered by a large commerce. 


Virginia, [Mr. Meape,]} and the gentleman from 
lilinois, (Mr. Bissexx,} yesterday seemed to con- 
sider itasmaill river, of very little importance—alto- 
gether a trifling affair, compared with the western 
waters. Have these gentlemen considered that 
| this is the only outlet for a trade as large as that 
of which they so continually boast of, upon the 
Mississippi and its tributaries? It is, like the 
mouth of the Mississippi, an outlet for that great 
| chain of Mediterranean lakes which stretches from 
Lake Ontario to Lake Superior, the natural avenue 
for the whole trade of those lakes except thecom- 
paratively small amount which passes through the 
St. Lawrence. This trade comes down to the tide 
waters of the Hudson by the Erie canal and the 
several lines of railroad, and then finds its way to 
the great emporium of our commeree. The offi- 
cial returns of last year show that produce to the 
amount of $54,000,000 came by the canals alone 
to the tide waters of the Hudson, of which three 
fourths at least came from the West, and a great 
portion from Illinois itself. The ascending trade 
will make nearly as much more;and when you add 
the other trade upon the river, coming by railroads 
and other ways, you will swell it up to the amount 
which gentlemen are claiming for the Mississippi 
itself. But thisappropriation has been denounced 
as extravagantly large, Lt is $50,000; and it is 
only the fourth appropriation the Government has 
made for that work, which was begun in 1834. 
This is the smallest appropriation that ever passed 
this House for that work; smaller by one half 
than those passed during the administration of 
General Jackson. It is a case of the most urgent 
necessity; so strong that the Legislature of the 
State at its jast session appropriated $10,000 to be 
employed in affording temporary relief to the nav- 
igation, until the National Government should re- 
sume this important and truly national work. 
With regard to the particular case upon which 
| the gentleman from Virginia has offered this 
| amendment for the James river, in which the city 


| of Richmond is principally interested, | explained 





As to the Hudson river, the gentleman from | 
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| which the committee were placed. Thecommittee 


would have recommended an appropriation to a 
national work in Virginia as cheerfully as in any 
other part of the Union. But we had no mem- 
orial, no estimates for this work. We heard 
nothing in relation to it until the bill came up in 
this House for consideration, when gentlemen get 
up and denounce the action of that committee for 
not inserting it in the bill, and claim that it should 
now be inserted without estimates, without sur- 
veys, and without data. 

The question now being upon the adoption of 
the amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. MEADE demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Joun W. Howe and Bar- 
RERE Were appointed, 

Mr. CASKIE. Is it in order for me to ask the 
unanimous consent of the commitiee to say a very 
few words upon the amendment? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. It isin order for the gen- 
tleman to ask the consent of the committee, though 
it requires unanimous consent to give permission. 

Several Mempers objected. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 
committee do now rise. 

The question was put, and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question being taken upon the amendment 
to the amendment, the tellers reported—ayes 49, 
noes 59—no quorum voting. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, moved that the 
committee rise, which motion was agreed to. 


I move that the 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having taken the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the state of the Union generally un- 
der consideration, and particularly House bill No. 
282, making appropriation for certaim rivers and 
harbors, and had come to no resolution thereon, 

On motion by Mr. ASHE the House then ad- 
journed until Monday at eleven o'clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 26, 1852. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Borrer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, made 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate call- 
ing for information in relation to the Commission 
appointed to run and mark the boundary between 
the United States and Mexico. 

Mr. WELLER. I presume it will be utterly 
impossible to print the whole of this document in 
time for the use of the Senate during the present seg- 
sion of Congress. It is necessarily a voluminous 
document. Whether it bas been retained in the 
Department for the purpose of preventing its publi- 
cauon, | shall not undertake to say. Certaw it is 
that there are some of us here who will be very 
unwilling to vote for appropriations for the continu- 
ance of this boundary survey until we have had 
an opportunity of investigating the mass of testi- 
mony now submitted to the Senate. It was for 
the purpose of facilitating this business that | went 
to the Seeamanant at the verbal request, and not in 
accordance with a written note, for the purpore of 
selecting those documents of which it was wholly 
unnecessary that copies should be made. Lepent 
two or three hours, not in selecting papers to be 
sent to the Senate, but in selecting those which | 
considered it was wholly unimportant should be 
copied. They consisted of invoices of goods turned 
over from one Departmentto another, which were 
wholly useless so far as regards the determination 
of the question to be settled here. Well, sir, that 
is the document sent to the Senate after a lapse of 
four months. In the present condition of the pub- 
lic printing, I take it for granted that it will be im- 
possible to print this document during the present 
The object of the Secretary, 


_ however, may be attained by sending the docu- 


| once. 


ment in, if delay was desired. There is much of 
this document, however, which may be printed at 
It may be porsible that if the document be 


| transmitted to the Committee on Printing, they 


| may make such a selection from it as will enable 


the Senate to understand the manner in which this 


| Boundary Commission has been managed when 


| to the committee the other day the situation in . 


we are called upon to make an appropriation to 
meet its expenditure. For that purpose, 1 move 
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to refer it to the Committee on Printing, with the 


view of determining how much of it should be 
printed. I think it may be probable that much of 
it will be found unnecessary to be published at any 


time. There may be many papers which the com- | 
mittee may decide they will not publish. But, | 


certainly a large portion of this document ought 
to be published before the Senate is called upon to 


make further appropriations for the continuance of | 


the work. 


Mr. CLARKE. I have no objection to the mo- | 


tion of the Senator from California. There are a 
great many of these papers which are very neces- 
sary to be seen by the Senate, before they can act 
upon thisquestion. Thereare a great many papers, 
as | understand, that relate particularly tothe initial 
point which has been partially agreed upon, if not 
finally decided upon by the Commissioners of the 
Boundary Survey. I think that all the papers 
which relate to the initial point should be pub- 
lished. | merely suggest to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, whether it will not be better to amend his 
motion, so as te carry with it instructions to print 
everything which relates to the initial point of the 
surveys, which were made in the neighborhood of 
the Rio Grande, so that everything may be before 
us previous tothe time when the subject will prob- 
ably come up for discussion. 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WELLER. As that is the practical ques- | 


tion which the Senate will be called upon to de- 
cide, of course the Committee on Printing will de- 
cide that everything relating to that point should 
be published at onee. On these matters which we 
are called to pass upon, the Committee on Print- 
ing will see the necessity of having this matter 
published. 

Mr. CLARKE. I merely wish to say, that I 
do not desire to interfere with this in any degree 
whatever; and with the understanding that the 
committee will select everything relating to these 


en Printing might not know what it would be ne- 
cessary to publish. 
Mr. GWIN. Ifthe Senator from Rhode Island 


, action of the Senate on the question to which the 
points; buat the difficulty 1s, that the Committee | 


will allow me to interrupt him, I will makea sug- | 
gestion which I think will obviate all difficulty. I | 
would suggest that the matter should be referred | 


to a select committee consisting of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. CLarxe,] my colleague, 
{Mr. Wetrer,] and the Senator from Texas, 


| object of this call was that we might have before | 


{Mr. Rusx.] I think by adopting such a course, | 


every necessary document could be selected. 

Mr. CLARKE. I .very much doubt whether 
such a suggestion would be of any use. The 
Senator from California will have much other 
business to attend to. Ihave littl time myself, 
and the Senator from Texas, we all know, is en- 
gaged from early morning till late at night in the 
public service. No Senator devotes himself with 
more alacrity and zeal to the public service than 
thatSenator. Underthesecircumstances,therefore, 


| much, I thin 
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haps, answered the object which he had in view. _ I fear is, thatif there is to be delay, the Commis- 
That I believe was the substance of the remark | sioner may go on and complete the line between 
made by the Senator from California. the Gila and the Rio Grande from an improper 
Mr. WELLER. With the permission of the point. It seems to me, therefore, that to reach this 
Senator, I will say this: I remarked that there had | question in the shortest possible manner, and bring 
been an unusual and unaccountable delay in _ it before the Senate in a proper form, with all the 
answering the resolution of the Senate; but, facts bearing upon it, the best plan will be to refer 
whether the Secretary of the Interior had designed | these papers to a special committee of five Sena- 
to prevent publication by withholding the docu- tors. And I willsay that I desire not to be placed 
ments until this late period of the session I did || upon that committee. I have considerable feeling 
not say; although there are suspicions connected || in reference to this matter. 1 believe I would do 
with some gentlemen in his office that might in- || justice, but 1 confess I have considerable feeling 
duce such a belief. I did not say that the object || on the subject. I think that if this initial point, 
of keeping the documents back so long, was to || which theCommissioner has fixed upon, isretained, 
prevent their publication, but, at all events, such | we shall sustain an injury irremediable, one which 
is the inevitable effect. will be more mischievous in its consequences than 
Mr. COOPER. I understood the Senator from) any which we have sustained for a long time. 
California (Mr. We.uer] to say that the object || Having these views, I desire, from feelings of 
of the Secretary of the Interior might have been | delicacy in relation to this matter, not to be placed 
attained by this delay; and I still understand that | upon the committee. I hope, however, that the 
that is the substance of what the gentleman did || Senator from California will modify his motion in 
say. If I am correct inso understanding theSen- || such a manner that these papers may go to aselect 
ator, | think his remark is unkind and unjust to || committee. Such a committee can, in a short 
the Secretary of the Interior. I do not believe || time, make a selection of what they consider 
that when a call for documents is made by the || necessary to have printed, as bearing upon the 
Senate, that gentleman would willfully and pur- || question to be considered by the Senate. The 
posely cause a delay in transmitting those papers | Printing Committee could take no action except 
for the purpose of subserving any object of his || with reference to the question of printing, and 
own—any improper object. I do not think that || would not have the whole subject before them as 
the character of that gentleman would warrantany || the select committee would have. 1 hope, there- 
imputation of the kind. I do not understand itas || fore, the Senator from California will modify his 
having been made directly against the Secretary; || motion as I have suggested. 
but I am sure from what I know of him that he Mr. CLARKE. I was about to say, in refer- 
would not lend himself to any conduct of the kind || ence to this incidental question, that I was very 
alluded to by the Senator from California. So || desirous indeed to see the papers, in order that I 
k, it is proper to say. | might be better enabled to discuss the question 
Mr. RUSK. The sending of this matter to the || involved in the resolution. I felt a special interest 
Committee on Printing at this late period of the | in investigating the conduct of the Commissioner 
session will in all probability delay the proper | of the Boundary Survey. Finding the papers did 
_ not come in, I ventured to go to the Department 
papers relate. _and inquire when we might expect them. That 
“here is another difficulty. The papers will || was on Thursday last. The Secretary told me 
have to be considered, and their contents discussed || they would be here immediately. He said that 
probably in the committee; and thus the commit- || when the resolution of the Senator from California 
tee itself may be involved in a difficulty in select- || was adopted, he saw at once that a vast mass of 
ing the proper papers to be printed. It might be || papers would necessarily have to be examined. 
said or supposed that some papers bearing on the || Hespoke of having given an invitation to the Sen- 
question had not been ordered to be printed. The || ator from Califorma to make a selection of papers 
which he desired to have sent. Hestated that he 
us the testimony in regard to a question of vital | at once set two clerks to copying papers, and find- 
importance to the United States. I regret ex- | ing that their progress was slow, he engaged 
tremely, from whatever cause it may have oc- || another, and the three were constantly engaged in 
curred, that four months of the session should | copying and examining the papers. The papers, 
| have been consumed in responding to this call. I || after they were copied, had to undergoa particular 
/am not prepared, nor do [ intend, to make either | and thorough examination. That was the reason 
charges or insinuations in relation to this delay, || given to me why the papers had not been sent in 
though I regret that so much time has been lost || sooner after the éall of the Senate. I did not ex- 
since the call was made before we have received || pect that the question of the initial point would be 
these papers. They relate to a question of vital || brought incidentally into the discussion in the 
importance to the interest of the United States in | Senate; on the contrary, I did hope that it would 
relation to this boundary line. | not. I had been apprised, and the Senate had 





I think such a committee could do very little towards I contend that the Commissioner has departed 
the accomplishment of the desired object. On the | from the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, to the loss 
other hand, if the Committee on Printing should || to the United States of a large territory, and in a 
undertake it, they, understanding what would be | position where it is remarkably important. ‘The 
wanted, could make the selection. I have no ob- |, Commissioner and the Secretary of the Interior 
jection, however, ifgentlemen think proper to refer | insist that they have carried out the treaty. 1 in- 
this matter to a select committee, but I think the |) sist that they have palpably departed from it. I 
other course would be the best. || desire to arrest this proceeding where it is; but I 
Mr. HAMLIN. I concur in the suggestion of | do not desire te do anything which might fall 
the Senator from California, (Mr. Gwim.] The | upon parties engaged in the survey, who have not 
papers on the table relate to a subject in which || fallen into this error. These parties are very far 
the gentlemen he has named have, very appro- || from home, and depending upon appropriations to 
priately, an interest, and of which, perhaps, they || be made, or already made. I could see no place 
have a better knowledge than any others in the || where we could get up the question better than 
Senate. They would, therefore, readily select || the present, where we could have it properly and 
such papers as would bear upon any of the various || fairly discussed. 
points in controversy, and there would thus be I should dislike to interfere with appropriations 
no necessity for printing any others. I hope the || for carrying on this survey; but if driven to that, 
action of the Senate will take that direction. The || and no other meansare afforded of arresting what 
selection and printing of the papers will be done || I believe to be a survey which will be greatly in- | 
much more readily, and a much better disposition || jurious to the United States, I shall be bound to | 
will be made of them than could be otherwise at- || resort to it. This is a grave question, one that I 
tained. regard as a violation of the treaty. An initial | 
Mr. COOPER. TI do not rise to oppose the || point has been established on the Rio Grande, | 
reference moved by the Senator from California, || above that where it was established by the treaty, | 
{Mr. Wecrer,) but to answer a remark which I || at least thirty-fout miles. The extent of territory 
understood to have been made by that gentleman, || included in the running of that line will be thirty- | 
and which, in my opinion, was unkind and unjust 





| four miles by about one hundred and eighty, and | 
to the Secretary of the Interior. Tam fiot certain | that at a most important point for communication 
that | understood that remark, but [ took it to be | between the Atlantic and Pacific portions of this 

that, by the delay which had occurred in trans- || country. What E am anxious to do is, to get this | 
mitting to the Senate the papers which had been || question before the Senate and Congress, in such 
ealled for, the Secretary 


| time, he shou 


been apprised, sometime since, by the open and 
manly declaration of my friend from Texas, [Mr. 
Rusk,] that ee another occasion, and at another 

d bring up that question distinctly 
for theconsideration of the Senate. That Senator 


| believes, sincerely, no doubt, that there has been 


an érror on the part of the Commissioner in deter- 
mining upon the initial point on the Rio Grande 
fromm which to proceed on the westward line. 
From an examination of the subject, I have come 
to a different conclusion. That, however, is only 
a difference of opinion between friends, and can 
have no farther effect. My own impression is, 
that it is a question which does not involve any- 
thing now before the Senate, and that until we 
see the papers now seiit in to the Senate, we shall 
not be prepared to enter into a diseussion ‘of a 
question which the Senator says is of so much 
importance to the country, and to those who have 
been engaged in the commission for running the 
boundary line. 

My purpose is to confine myself in the remarks 
I shall make hereafter, to a defense of the private 
charaeter of the Commissioner, and, incidentally, 
to charges made against others, following, with 
the limited means in my possession, the transit of 
this commission, and of its re-formation in 1850, 
up to the time when these cha were p 
and sent here, tovether'with the other evidence 
which has been furnished. My object in doing 
30 is simply this: to vindicate the character of an 
individual far away from this place—an individual 


the Interior had, per- || a form thatthis mischief may be prevented: What || who is not here to refute the chatges brought 








